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Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 23, line 3, at end, add as a new sub-section— 

‘*(4) The expenses incurred by a sanitary authority, whether before or 
after the passing of this Act, in the execution of the Labourers Acts, 1883 
to 1896, shall not be special expenses, but shall be expenses incurred in 
relation to the business of the council of a rural district, and be levied 
as district charges accordingly.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 

‘*This provision shall apply notwithstanding that the expenses were, 
prior to the passing of this Act, charged on a contributory place or places, 
and after the passing of this Act, no expenses to be incurred under the said 
Acts, shall be charged otherwise than as district charges.”—(Mr. M. Heaiy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... w- 34 Mr. Gerald Balfour... oe ae 

Amendment to the Amendment withdrawn. 4 

Amendment agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 23, line 3, at end add— 


** And the provisions of this Act with reference to the deduction of any 
part of the poor rate from rent shall not apply in the case of any item of the ¥ 
poor rate raised for the purpose of defraying any charge under the Relief 
of Distress (Ireland) Act, 1880, and the Acts amending the same.”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 


DIscussION : 
Mr. M. Healy ... 37, 39 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 38, 39 
Mr. Dillon ‘ibe aa 38 


Amendment withdrawn. i 


Question put— 
‘* That clause 41, as amended, be added to the Bill.” 
Amendment proposed— 
** Page 23, line 5, leave out sub-section 1.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 40 Mr. Dillon ... ae oon, Oe q 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 41 4 
Clause 41, as amended, agreed to. 
Discussion :— i, 


Mr. M. Healy - 41, 59 The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks i 
Beach, Bristol, W.) 48,52, 53 

Mr. Dillon ... aoole ae Sir T. Esmonde ea tes 

Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 62 Mr. T. M. Healy ... oiee” Se 


Question put— 
‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the clause.” 
The Comniittee divided :—Ayes 245; Noes 112. (Division List No. 110.) 
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‘all penalties and forfeitures 


recovered in respect of the same duties and.’”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy 


63, 64 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 63 


Amendment, by leave, 


withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


Mr. Atkinson... oe me, 6 


Page 
4 


‘* Page 23, line 28, leave out ‘ said salary of one trained nurse,’ and insert 


‘salary of the trained nurses.’”—(Sir T. Lea.) 
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Weir, James Galloway 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
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It being Half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


House resumed. 






Canals Protection (London) Bill—Read a second time, and committed for 
to-morrow... ae sai ssh eat Bsn nee ate oie 68 


Societies’ Borrowing Powers Bill—Read a second time, and committed for 
to-morrow... eee eee eee eee eee eee eee soe §©=6- 68 

























House adjourned at 5.40, 





COMMONS : THURSDAY, 191TH MAY 1898, 





DgatH or Mr. GLapstonE—Notice taken of the death, at an early hour 
this morning, of the Right Honourable William Ewart Gladstone 


Resolution moved : 


The First Lord of the 





Sir W. Harcourt (Monmouth- 


Treasury (Mr. A. J. shire, W.) ... <ve oe” ae 
Balfour, Manchester, 
Ss ae en a 


Question put and agreed to— 


** That this House will to-morrow, at half-past three, resolve itself intoa 
Committee, to consider that an humble Address be presented to Her 
Majesty, praying that Her Majesty will give directions that the remains of 
the Rt. Hon. William Ewart Gladstone be interred in the Collegiate 
Church of St. Peter, Westminster, and that a monument be erected in the 
said church to his memory, at the public expense.” 


Motion for adjournment of the House put and agreed to. 


House adjourned at 3.15, 





LORDS: FRIDAY, 20TH MAY 1898. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with : Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [1.1.] ; 
Also the Certificate that no further Standing Orders are applicable to 
the following Bill—Wishaw Water Bill; and also the Certificates that 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with: Metropolitan Railway Bill; Nottingham Corporation 

Bill ; the same were ordered to lie upon the Table ese oe ose: 
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Hamilton Water Bill ag :.. iain the third bane and sti and sent to 
the Commons os ee “a 


Bacup Corporation Water Bill [u.L.1—Read the third sai and a and 
sent to the Commons ons ie “ = 


Carmarthen Improvement Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners ? ee sia 


Cranbrook District Water Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners a : 


Mumbles Railway and Pier Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners ... $3 ses 


Wigan Corporation Bill—Brouglt from the Commons ; read the first time, 
and referred to the Examiners ae ‘ oan ; 


Dublin Southern District Tramways Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
read the first time, and referred to the Examiners % ee sk 


Gloucester Gas Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the first time, and 
referred to the Examiners ... Bee oa aoe < a ec 


Great Eastern Railway Company and Midland and Great Northern Rail- 
ways Joint Committee Bill—Brought from the Commons; read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners ... tee ne sae 


Ilford Improvement Bill—Brought from the Commons; read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners va 
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Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read the first time, and referred to the Examiners ne 3 


Marianao and Havana aii Dest Bill Sn an ee from the 
Coiumons agreed to. ios es 


Edinburgh and District Water Bill icc lated from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to... to ae eee eee se 


Morley Corporation Gas Bill [u.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Great Orme Tramway and Tramroad Bill [u.1.]—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments: The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and ‘agreed to 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (New Works) 1 Bill “i oc iailiis 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to 


Holmes’s Patent Bill [u. + —Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments sis ne ns : 


London, Walthamstow, and aati Forest cian social iti rted from 


the Select Committee with Amendments ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC 


FisHertes (ScorLtanp)—Sixteenth Annual Report of the Fishery Board 
for Scotland, being for the year 1897; Parts L., I. er III.; Presented 
[by command], and ordered to lie on the able 


TrapDE Reports, 1898—Annual Series : Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on ‘Trade and Finance; No. 2092, France (Dunkirk); No. 2093, Ger- 
many (The Grand Duchy of Baden); No. 2094, Venezuela (Caracas) ; 
No. 2095, Netherlands (Java); No. 2096, Switzerland; No. 2097, 
Uruguay ; No, 2098, Turkey (Bagdad and Basrah) ; No. 2099, France 
(Calais) ; Presented [by command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Inp1a—Post Orrice Act, 1898—Papers referring to Amendments in the 
law relating to the Post Office in India ; Prese nted [by command ], and 
ordered to lie on the Table. Die 


Penal Cope aNnb CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE AMENDMENT AcTs— 
Papers referring to Amendments in the law relating to sedition and 
defamation ; Presented [by command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Sea Fisnertes (ENGLAND and WaALeEs)—Twelfth Annual Report of the 
Inspectors, for the year 1897; Presented [by command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table ... o we ser wa 


Satuon anp Fresh WATER FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND W ALES)—Thirty- 
seventh Annual Report of the Inspectors of Fisheries (England and 
Wales) for the year 1897 ; Presented [by command], and ordered to lie 
on the "Ta! ile. ire 
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DisEAsEs OF AnrimALs Acts, 1894 anp 1896—Order, dated 13th May, 1898, 
intituled “The Foreign Animals (Amendment) Order of 1898.” Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Loan Societres—Abstract of Accounts of Loan Societies in England and 
Wales to 3lst December, 1896, furnished to the Central Office for the 
Registry of Friendly Societies. Laid before the House (pursuant to 

Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ens ve Bill (i. _* o be read the 


second time on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders _ ais Bill (x. L. — be read the 


second time on Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1 Bill—Read the third time 
(according to Order), and passed .. ne er sha vee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Read the third time 
(according to Order), and passed ice ae sa 


NEW BILL. 


Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill [u.1.]—To amend the 
Law as to Marriage contracted in the Colonies with a deceased wife’s 
sister ; presented by the Lord Strathcona and Mount Royal; read the 
first time, and to be printed. [No. 74.] 





Deatu oF Mr. GLADstTONE—Speeches :— 


The Prime Minister (The The Duke of Devonshire 
Marquess of Salisbury) 80 The Earl of Rosebery 
The Earl of Kimberley 82 
Motion made and agreed to— 


‘*That an humble Address be Py sages mg to Her Majesty, praying that Her 
Majesty will be graciously pleased to give directions that the remains of the 
Right Hon. William Ewart Giadstone be publicly interred in the Collegiate 
Church of St. Peter, Westminster, and that a monument be there erected, 
with an inscription expressive of public admiration and attaehment, and of 
the high sense entertained by the House of his rare and splendid gifts, and of 
his devoted labours in Parliament and in great offices of State, and to assure 
Her Majesty that this House will concur in giving effect to Her Majesty’s 
directious.”—(Lord Salisbury.) 


RatinG OF THE CLERGY—Question and Debate :— 


Earl Stanhope ... ta eae The Secretary for Scotland 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 


Parish Churches Scotland Bill—Report of Amendments received. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Clause 2, pagel, line 12, after ‘consent’ insert ‘ of the heritors, if any, 
and.’ ”—( Lord Tweedmouth. ) 


DEBATE:— 
Lord Tweedmouth oe «692 The Secretary for Scotland... 


Amendment agreed to ; Bill ordered for Third Reading. 
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Attendance of Children at School . eer Bill—Bill read a third time, 
and passed 


Licensing eancaibteiias of Justices Saeed) Bill—Second Reading ... 
DEBATE :— 


Earl Cowper... ee The Lord Privy Seal 
Earl of Kimberley es oe (Viscount Cross) ... 
The Lord Chancellor is arl 
of Halsbury) 








Question put; Bill read a second time. 
MERCANTILE MAarinE—Motion made— 


* That, in view of the serious need that exists of ensuring in time of war 
an adequate reserve for our Navy, and also aconstant supply of tood to this 
country, it is the duty of Her Majesty’s Government to take such measures 
as may be deemed advisable (1) to encourage and assist the British —_~ 
owners in their competition with foreign vessels to man them exclusively 
with British subjects ; (2) to ensure that men shipping as seamen shall be 
bond fide of the class that their certificates and discharges would show them 
to be; and (3) to amend the law relating to such certificates and discharges.” 
—(Lor ad Muskerry.) a eed pals 


DEBATE :— 


Lord Muskerry .. ven The Earl of Ravensworth 
The Secretary to the Earl Spencer .. 

Board of Trade isi Viscount Clifden 

of Dudle PY) nee ; 97 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
House adjourned at 6.20, 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Blackpool and Fleetwood Tramroad (Tramway eeepc Bill (a. L. J— 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time : mae 


Wirral Railway Bill [1.1.]—Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Newhaven Harbour and Ouse Lower tii etimact Bill (x. L. |—Ordered, 
That the Bill be read a second time a ; ‘ ee a 


Sheffield District Railway Bill—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table a 
Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, “ That, 
in the case of the Petition for additional provision in the above Bill, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied with.” Ordered, That the 
Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


South Eastern Railway Bill [1.L.]—Reported, with Amendments ; ise 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ° - . 


London, Brighton and South Coast Railway Bill os i ella with 
Amendments ; ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 
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Glasgow Corporation (Sewage, Etc.) aimed Reports to lie upon 
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Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas rr nen Reports to lie upon the 
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London Building Act (1894) Amendment dies eat oo to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed .. 
Carmarthen Improvement Bill—Read the third time, and passed 
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with Amendments ... 
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Marianao and Havana Railway Company Bill sisi i. a id the third time, 
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Mumbles Railway and Pier Bill—Read the third time, and passed.. 
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Dublin Port and Docks Bill—As amended, considered ; a clause added ; 
Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time 


Gas Light and Coke en Bill— As amended, to be considered sate 
Monday next - “pe vas 


Great Western Railway (New bape Bill—As amended, considered ; 


be read the third time 


Lancashire, Derbyshire and East Coast Reiwey 3 Bill—Petition for ad- 
ditional provision ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Metropolitan Police (Provisional Order) ee. Mr. Spicer 
(Monmouth Burghs) ; Stood over ... : cas ves oa 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill — Reported, without Amendment 
[ Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table ; Bill to 
be read the third time upon Monday next ree 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
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East Inpra (PENAL CopE anp CRIMINAL ProcEDURE CopE AMENDMENT) 
Acts—Copy presented of Papers relating to Amendments in the Law re- 
lating to Sedition and Defamation [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


East Invia (Post Orrice Act, 1898)—Copy presented of Papers referring 
to Amendments in the Law relating to the Post Office in India [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table... ae ane ios “wa ave it Cee 


Eyicrions (IrELAND)—Copy presented of Return of the number of Evictions 
in Ireland for the quarter ended 31st March, 1898 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table ... oes ens as dee a oe ao 


Dupin Metrroproiitan PoLtice—Copy presented of Statistical Tables of the 
Dublin Metropolitan Police for the year 1897 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 117 


RESERVE AND DiscHARGED Souprers’ Civit EmpLoymMent (Howse oF 
Commons)—Return relative thereto [ordered 5th May ; Mr. Brookfield]; 117 
to be printed. [No. 209.] os - ae Aap a 

Loan SocietiEs—Abstract of Accounts of Loan Societies in Engiand and 
Wales to 3lst December, 1596, furnished to the Central Office for the 

Registry of Friendly Societies [by Act] ... we a eed ie 
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That they have agreed to— 
Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill—With Amendments ve ‘es he ooan! Se 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Without Amendment 117 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Without Amendment 117 





DeatH or Mr. GLapstoneE—Communications to the House: Foreign 
Sympathy ... os ee og aa ea ne nee cn ea 


Mr. GLapstone (FUNERAL anv Moneument)—Resolution considered in 
Committee ... del — aes a doe sed is nn 2 


SPEECHES :— 


The First Lord of the Mr Dillon (Mayo, E.) se. 130 
Treasurer (Mr. A. J. Mr. Alfred Thomas (Gla- 
Balfour, Manchester, morgan, E.) sid owe: | Ra 
|. _ one 319 

Sir W. Harcourt (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) sxe 925 


Motion for Address put, agreed to, and ordered to be reported to the 
House in the following terms— 


_‘‘That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, that Her Majesty 
will be graciously pleased to give directions that the remains of the Right 
Hon. William Ewart Gladstone be interred at the public charge, and that a 
monument be erected in the Collegiate Church of St. Peter’s, Westminster, 
with an inscription expressive of the public admiration and attachment, an 
of the high sense entertained of his rare and splendid gifts, and his devoted 
labours in Parliament and in great offices of State, and to assure Her 
Majesty that this House will make good the expenses attending the same.” 
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TWELVE o’cLocK RuLE—Motion for Suspension (Mr. A. J. Balfour). 
Put and agreed to ... Bae was ues rae ae ne coe) eae 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 
Local Government (Ireland) sa ieamaesd in Committee. (In the Com- 
mittee) pea ee o as eee es ste nae ts 
Amendment proposed— 


“Pag ge 23, line 41, after ‘council’ insert ‘and council of a county 
T borough. (Mr, M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 


e Mr. M. Healy (Cork) ... 133 The Chief Secretary to the 


, Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
] Leeds, Central) ... ie, ae 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
9s Page 24, line 6, leave out from the second ‘of’ to end of sub-section, and 
insert ‘ four shillings a week, or one half of such net charge, whichever 
is most.’ "—(Mr. Macaleese.) 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Macaleese (Mona- Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ie) ho 
ghan, N.) es oe ©6133 


Amendment negatived. 


ee 


Amendment proposed— 


f 
‘* Page 24, line 7, leave out from ‘charge’ to end of sub-section.”—(Mr. q 
7 Serjeant Hemphill. ) : 
Discussion :— a 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill Mr. Gerald Balfour ... os 134 
3 (Tyrone, N.) ... vn kot 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
) Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 24, line 12, leave out ‘poor rate made and levied,’ and insert 
‘amount required to be raised.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
) 
Discussion :— s 
- Mr. Gerald Balfour, 134, Mr. Plunkett (Dublin Co., 8.) 140 


136, 140, 143 Mr. Johnston (Belfast, S.) ... 142 j 
Mr. J. O’ Connor (Wick- M. J. H. Campbell (Dublin, 4 


low, W.) ase 134, 139 . St. Stephen’s Green) oo. 142 , 
Mr. T. M. Healy, 136, Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) 142 ; 
141, 145 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill -- 143 
Sir T. Esmonde (Kerry, Sir R. Penrose FitzGerald 
it ee 138, 141 ( Cambridge) eee oo «144 


Mr. W. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick) ... 140, 141 


Question put— 


“ That the words ‘ poor rate made and levied’ stand part of the clause.” 
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Committee divided :—Ayes 160; Noes 240. (Division List No. 112.) 
Discussion continued :— 


Mr.T. M. Healy,149,151, 155 Dr. Commins (Cork County, 





Mr. Vesey Knox (Lon- S.E.) ae eee «oe 162 
donderry) ... ee Mr. Gerald Balfour... 154, 155 
Mr. Shee (Waterford,W.) 152 Mr. M. Healy (Cork) soe 184 


Amendment proposed— 


** To strike out of the clause the words ‘ by a county council.’”—(Mr. M. 
Healy.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 24, line 17, after ‘exceed,’ insert ‘a sum equal to.’” 


“ Page 24, line 18, after ‘ pound,’ insert ‘on the rateable value of the area.’” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 

** Page 24, line 11, at end insert— 

***(4) Where the Local Government Board certifies to the Lord 
Lieutenant that the amount required to be raised by poor rates and other 
local rates and county cess in any urban sanitary district during the 
standard financial year would, if this Act had been in force, have exceeded 
the amount which under the existing law was required to be raised, the 
Lord Lieutenant may pay to the urban sanitary authority out of the sum 


paid under this section to the Local Taxation (Ireland) Account a sum equal 
to sueh excess.’”—(Mr. Vesey Know. ) 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Vesey Knox... 156, 158 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... . 158 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 

‘* Page 24, line 26, leave out from ‘ be’ to end of sub-section, and insert— 
‘Distributed amongst the county boroughs according to their respective 
valuations, and shall be paid by them into the borough fund.’”— 

(Mr, Carew.) 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Carew ‘(Dublin, Mr. M. Healy _ -- 159 
College Green) eae Mr. Vesey Knox vas «+ 161 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 159 


Amendment negatived. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“* Page 24, line 29, leave out sub-section 6."—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill Mr. Dillon... eee --- 163 
162, 163 Mr. T. M. Healy... -- 168 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 162, 166 Mr. Vesey Knox see -- 165 
Mr. Shee ov re -- 166 


Amendment negatived. 
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Question proposed— 
‘* That clause 42 as amended stand part of the Bill.” 





DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Dillon <s - A6G0. IGS Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice... 169 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 167 Mr. Vesey Knox eee --- 170 


Clause agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 24, line 42, after ‘accumulation’ insert ‘and investment.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour. ) 


Discussion :— 

Mr. Vesey Knox... 171, 172 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ode 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 25, line 11, leaye out ‘and in the case of Cork to divide the same : 
into two ridings.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) : 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 44 as amended added to the Bill. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘‘ Page 26, line 10, leave out ‘ coroner.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


DIscUSSION :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour, 173, Mr. W. Abraham (Cork, 

174, 175 N.E.) 000174, 175, 177 
Sir R. Penrose FitzGerald 173 Mr. M. Healy cos EI 
Capt. Donelan (Cork, E.) 173 Mr. Flynn (Cork, N. . 177 


Dr. Tanner (Cork Co., Mid) 178 


Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 25, line 23, leave out ‘or any Order in Council made under Part 6 
of this Act.’ ”"—(Mr. M. Heal ly.) 


Discussion :-— 

Mr. M. Healy... 178 Mr. Gerald Balfour... oe CR 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— i 


‘* Page 25, line 28, leave out sub-section (b),”—(Mr Dillon.) 


Discussion :— Y 
Mr. Dillon 179, 188, 184 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 182, : 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 185, 186 

S. 179 Mr. Crean ( ~— Co., 
Mr. T. M. Healy --» 180 Ossory) —«. 180, 185 
Sir T. Esmonde.. we TR Mr. Austin (Limerick, esa 185 


Mr. Jordan ... 186 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 















xxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
[aay 20.] Page 
Another Amendment proposed— 


“That a union shall extend over one county.”—(Mr. Daly.) 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) 
186, 187 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 













Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 






Another Amendment proposed— 





“* Page 25, line 29, after ‘ counties,’ insert ‘or two counties and one county 
borough.’”—(Mr. Vesey Knox.) 


Discussion :— 





Mr. Vesey Knox 187, 188 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 187, 188 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 





**Insert after the word ‘size’ the words ‘and rateable value.’”—(M®. A. 
O’Connor.) 






Discussion :— 


Mr. A. O'Connor (Done- 


gal, E.) -- 188, 189 Mr. Vesey Knox... ow 
Mr. Crean 189 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 



















Another Amendment proposed— 
** Page 26, line 1, leave out sub-section 5."—(Mr. M. Healy.) 
DIscussIon :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... ss 180 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ee 


Amendment agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed— 


** Page 26, line 5, add asa new sub-section—‘If the Local Government 
Board amalgamate two unions they may, after communication with the 
county council and rural district council concerned, either amalgamate the 
rural districts in the same county which are comprised in the amalgamated 
unions, or direct that those districts shall continue as separate rural 
districts, and in either case may make such arrangements as may be 
necessary for protecting the interests of the officers of the district councils 
holding office at the time of the amalgamation, and for that purpose the 
Union Officers (Ireland) Act, 1885, shall apply to officers of the district 
councils in like manner as it applies to the officers of boards of guardians. 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION :— 











Mr. M. Healy ... «- 190 The Attorney General for 
Ireland (Mr. _ Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) «» 190 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed— 





** Page 26, line 11, leave out ‘a sheriff and.’” 
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** Page 26, line 13, after ‘ county’ insert—‘ And asheriff may be appointed 
by the Corporation of Belfast and Londonderry, as if these cities were 
named in the fourth section of the Ser, + Privileges (Ireland) Act, and 
in the manner as in said Act provided.’”—(Mr. T. M, Healy.) 





Discussion :-— 

Mr. T. M. Healy + 190 Mr. Gerald Balfour... wwe 
First Amendment withdrawn. 
Second Amendment amended, and agreed to in form as follows— 


** Tn line 13, page 26, after the word ‘county’ insert these words, ‘of a 
city named in section 4 of the Municipal Privileges (Ireland) Act, 1875.’” 


Another Amendment proposed— 

‘* Page 26, line 16, at end, insert—‘ (a) A justice of the peace for a county, 
or for a city or town, which, by virtue of this Act, becomes part of the ad- 
ministrative county which it adjoins, shall be a justice of the peace for that 
county.’’’—-(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Discussion :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... oo 282 Mr. Sheehy (Galway, S.) 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 192 Mr. Jordan ... Sk 
Mr. Atkinson ... oe ioe 

Amendment withdrawn. 

Another Amendment proposed— 

** Page 26, line 19, after ‘ Act’ insert—‘(b) The court-houses and other 
county buildings hitherto used for the purpose of the county Antrim and the 
city of Belfast, and for the purposes of the county and city of Londonderry, 
shall continue to be so used, subject to the prescribed conditions.’”—(Mr. 
Vesey Knox.) 

Discussion — 


Mr. Vesey Knox ... 193, 195 Mr. M. Healy vis ‘ 
Mr. T. M. Healy... 194, Mr. Serjeant Hemphill ove 

195, 196 Mr. Dillon... ae 
Mr. Atkhinson...194, 195, 196 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 

‘*Page 26, lines 22 and 23, leave out ‘ Parliamentary Registration (Ire- 
land) Act, 1885, and insert—‘ Representation of the People Acts as defined 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1884.’”"—(Mr. M, Heuly.) 

Amendment withdrawn. 
Another Amendment proposed— 

‘* Page 26, line 23, at end, add—‘Or confer any right to vote at the 
election of a member to serve in Parliament in any Parliamentary borough 
where such right did not previously exist.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Amendment agreed to, and Clause 45, as amended, added to the Bill. 


Another Amendment proposed— 





‘* Page 27, line 10, leave out sub-section 2."—(Mr, M. Healy.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. M. Healy ... os 50T Mr. Gerald Balfour... ons 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





191 


193 
193 


194 
195 
196 
196 


198 
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Amendment proposed— 















bouse, sessions 
































Discussion :— 








Mr. Clancy 198, 
Mr, Atkinson, 198, 200, 
204, 








Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) 
Mr. J. H. Campbell 
Mr. T. M. Healy, 200, 208, 
214, 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill, 200, 
Mr. M. Healy x 
Mr. Field ee eee 
Sir T. Esmonde... 201, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 202, 
Sir Thomas Lea (London- 
derry, S.) oe 
Mr. Dillon 





















































102; Noes 175. 





Original Amendment agreed to. 











Clause 47 added to the Bill. 








Discussion :-— 


Mr. T. M. Healy ce 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 229, 
Mr. Dillon ni sen 














Question put and agreed to. 


Clause 48 added to the Bill. 












Amendment proposed— 








(Mr. M. Healy.) 










Discussion :— 


Mr. M. Healy ... on 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 232, 
233, 234, 
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214 


205 
199 
199 


217 
203 
200 
201 
212 
214 


203 
204 


The Committee divided on the Amendment to the Amendment :—Ayes 
(Division List No. 113) ... 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


227 
231 
229 


232 


236 


“Page 27, line 13, at end, add—‘ Except so far as the sheriff or the 
justices may require for the administration of justice the use of any court- 
ouse, or other county building under his or their custody 
or control, the county council may use the same for the purpose of the 
execution of their duties, and if any difference arises between the sheriff 
or justices and the county councils as to such use, or as to the remunera- 
tion of any court keeper or other officer, such difference shall be determined 
by the Lord Lieutenant.’”—(M7r. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed to the Proposed Amendment— 


‘*In line 3, after word ‘ use’ insert ‘ control and manage.’ ”—(M7.Clancy.) 


Colonel Saunderson ... 
Mr. J. Redmond 
Mr. Plunkett ... om po 
Mr. Lecky (Dublin University) 
Sir W. Foster (Derby, 
Ilkeston) ... obs va 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yar- 
mouth) a ces wes 
Mr. Murnaghan( Tyrone, Mid) 
Dr. Rentoul (Down, EB.) ... 
Mr. P. A. M‘ Hugh (Leitrim,N.) 
ir R. Penrose FitzGerald 
Mr. T. D. Sullivan (Donegal, 
PF yas bie ae wae 


Clause 46, as amended, added to the Bill. 


‘That Clause 48 stand part of the Bill. 


Mr. Vesey Knox 
[ The Chairman] 


230, 
230, 


“‘ Page 27, line 32, after ‘ entitled,’ insert—‘ To vote at the election of 
commissioners under the Lighting of Towns (Ireland) Act, 1828, or tI 
Towns Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854, or under any Local Act or.’”— 


the 


Mr. Tully... 
Mr. T. M. Healy 


230, 


Page 


198 


231 
231 


234 
234 
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Amendment agreed to. 
A further Amendment made, and Clause 49, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 28, line 8. at end, insert—‘ Provided that where it shall appear 
to the satisfaction of the Lord Lieutenant that the guardians of a union 
wholly or partly within a county have allocated and fully equipped a de- 
partment of their workhouse for the reception of chronic lunatics, certified 
as aforesaid by the medical officer of the workhouse, and that such depart- 
ment of the workhouse is suitable for the purpose, the Lord Lieutenant may 
direct that such department of the workhouse shall be utilised as an 
oraatete) lunatic asylum within the meaning of this section.’”—(Sir J. 

aslett. 


DiscussIon —_— 


Sir J. Haslett, (Belfast, Mr. Wolff (Belfast, E.)  ... 
YS) eee ve, Baer 2289 Mr. J. H. M. Campbell ae 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 237, 
238, 239 


Amendment negatived. 
Question proposed— 
“* That clause 51 stand part of the Bill.” 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 28, line 12, leave out ‘two,’ and insert ‘ four.’” —(M7r. Dillon.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Dillon, 239, 244, 247, 250 Mr. Serjeant Hemphill err 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 241, Mr. P. A. M‘*Hugh ... cae 
242, 244, 247 Mr. Power (Waterford, E.)... 
Mr. M. Healy ... 242, 243 Mr. Crean 3K oes 
Sir J. Haslett... suse AN 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 50, as amended, added to the Bill. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 29, line 15, after the word ‘is’ to insert the words ‘legally ascer 
tained by a judgment order on that behalf to be.’”—(M/7. 7. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy wee Bod Mr. Atkinson ... wee sea 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 52, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
*‘ Page 29, line 24, after the word ‘ where’ to insert the words ‘ after due 
process of law.’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Atkinson... wo. 202 Mr. T. M. Healy ... <— 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
DiscusstoNn continued :— 
Mr. Dillon ee ven. B52 Mr. Atkinson ... cos | es 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 252 Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh ... 258, 





Page 


237 
238 


248 
249 
250: 
250 


254 
254 
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Question put— 

“That clause 53 stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 118 ; Noes 48. (Division List No. 114.) 
Clause 53 added to the Bill. 
Committee report Progress. 
House resumed. 


Roman Catholic Disabilities (Ireland) Bill—Order read for Second Reading. 
Objection taken [Mr. W. Johnston] . ie can = ae 


Discussion :-— 
























Mr. Patrick O'Brien Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh s<e 256 
(Kilkenny)... wee 255 The Chancellor of the Ex- 

[Mr. Speaker] ... aoe Bae chequer ee «so 256 

Notice oF Motion—The Twelve o'clock Rule iia ee rane connor 


House adjourneé at 2.35, 








LORDS : MONDAY, 23rp MAY 1898. 





Royat Assent—Royal Assent given by Royal Commission to the following 
Bills :—Special Juries ; Bail ; Metropolitan Common Scheme (Barnes) 
Provisional Order ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 
1); Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2); Lancashire County 
Council; Writers to the Signet Widows’ Fund; Midlothian and 
Peebles District Board of Lunacy (Water); Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board (Various Powers) ; Agricultural Company of Mauritius; Guy’s 
Hospital; Patriotic Assurance Company; Tyne Improvement ; 
Aberystwyth Gas; Folkestone Gas ; City and South London Railway ; 
Eastern Telegraph Company; St. Matthew, Bethnal Green; Upper 
Assam Tea Company ; Edinburgh and Leith Corporations Gas ; Swansea 
Gas; Waterford City Gas; Chipstead Valley Railway ; London and 
North Western Railway (Steam Vessels) ; Whitwick and Coalville Gas ; 
Hartlepool Gas and Water; Edinburgh Merchant Company ; Norton 
and Halton Roads; Edinburgh and District Water ; Marianao and 
Havana Railway Company; Morley Corporation Gas; Great Orme 
Tramway and Tramroad; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (New 
Works) ; Hart’s Divorce. The Lords Commissioners were the Lord 
Chancellor, the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, and the Earl of Lathom ... 257 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with: Barry Railway ; Cardiff Corporation ; Southend 
Water ; and the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with : Water Orders Confirmation 
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[u.t.]; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) [a.L.]; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 1) [u.L.]; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
[u.L.]; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) [u.1.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) [u.L.]; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 9) [.L.] ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3). The same were ordered to lie on the Table... ose cen 


Kingstown and Kingsbridge Junction agi anaes Bill [u.1.] 


Reported, with Amendments e eee 


Corporation of London —— Cattle Market, ) Bill—Roportd, 


with Amendments 


Exeter, Teign bea and 1 Chagford Railway Bill (a. bs aia dies with 


Amendments. ese 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway sia basin with Amendments 
North Eastern Railway Bill ae Ins iin s consent signified ; and Bill 


reported with Amendments.. 
Great Eastern Railway (General Powers) inncce’s consent signified ; 
and Bill reported with Amendments sa pes as vn a 


Carlisle Corporation Water Bill [1. veal from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments eR 


Edmonton Urban District Council Bill—Committee to meet on sik: the 
10th June next me wa ees 2 : ; 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham and Rochester Water Bill—Read the 


second time, and ‘cnaialaied 
Ipswich Dock Commission Bill—Read the second time, and committed 


London County Council (Acton Sewage) Bill—Read the second time, and 
committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection 


London and North Western aan (Wales) Bill [u.v. nea the third 


time ; Amendments made; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 


London and North Western Railway Bill [1.1.]—Read the third time ; 


Amendments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 


Clontarf and Hill of Howth Tramroad Bill [n.1.]—Read the third time ; 


Amendments made; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 
b] 


Kettering Water Bill ae L. alesis the third time ; passed, and sent to the 
Commons ose oe 


Tynemouth Corporation Water Bill [u.1.]—Read the third time ; Amend- 
ments made; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons sik ‘ 


Halifax Corporation Bill aa le oe the third time ; passed, and sent to 
the Commons es oe ae <= oa es : 


Folkestone Water Bill [1.1.]—Read the third time ; ee. and sent to the 
Commons ose wee one vr a ig es 


Thanet Gas Bill—Re-committed to the same Select Committee to whom the 
Bill was committed ; the Committee to meet on Friday, the 10th June 
next, at Four o’clock 


Page 
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260 


260 


260 


260 


260 


260 


260 
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ustoms and other Offices (Barry Dock) Bill—Read the second time (accord- 
ing to order), and committed for Friday, the 10th June next “i 


Customs Offices (Southampton) Bill—Read the second time (according to 
order), and committed for Friday, the 10th June next _ nes 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No.1) Bill [11.1].—Committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday, the 9th June next 


Local:Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—To be read the second 
time on Thursday, the 9th June next (The Lord Harris) 


Commons Regulation (Wolstanton Marsh) Provisional Order Bill—To be 
read the second time on Thursday, the 9th June next (The Lord Privy 


Seal) [V. Cross] 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill (x. L. ass be read the second 
time on Thursday, the 9th June next ; os 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ~_ _ Bill (=. L : et vad the second 


time (according to order) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders - 6) bn Bill [x L. —— vad the second 


time (according to order) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ™ ian Bill [a i, aes the second 


time (according to order) 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill - L.  asaaets the second time (according to 
order) oe ve ve eee nee ee ean 


Gas Orders Confirmation — 7 Bill [. %. iia the second time (accord- 
ing to order)... ae ees 


Tramways Orders Confirmation Lan 7 Bill (x. L ail the second time 
(according to order)... ‘ . dat sam 


Tramways Orders Confirmation — sik Bill (a. L. a the second time 
(according to order)... : ne - 


Private and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills—Ordered, That Standing 
Orders Nos. 92 and 93 be suspended ; and that the time for depositing 
Petitions praying to be heard against Private and Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bills, which would otherwise expire during the adjourn- 
ment of the House at Whitsuntide, be extended to the first day on which 
the House shall sit after the Recess 


PETITION. 


Aliens Bill [1.1.]—In favour: From the Council of the Dundee Combina- 
tion ; Read, and ordered to lie on the Table is nee wee 








to 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 




















TrapE Reports, 1898—I. Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports on Trade and Finance—No. 2100. Roumania (Galatz) ; No. 
2101. Ecuador (Quito); No. 2102. Greece (The Cyclades) ; No. 2103. 
France (Nice). II. Miscellaneous Series: Reports on Subjects of 
General and Commercial Interest—No. 457. China (Report of a Journey 
to North Ssu-Ch’uan) ; No. 458. China (Trade of Central and Southern 

China). Presented (by command) and ordered to lie on the Table... 263 





Evictions (IRELAND)—Return for the quarter ended 3lst March, 1898 ; 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


DusLiIn MerropoLitan PoLice—Statistical Tables for the year 1997 ; 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table eee wo. 263 


Mines (SnagEFELL Leap Mine Accipent)—Reports to the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, by C. Le Neve Foster, Esq., D.Sc., 
F.R.S., one of Her Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, and A. E. Miller, 
Esq., M.B., on the circumstances attending an underground fire which 
occurred at the Snaefell Lead Mine, Isle of Man, in the month of May, 

1897 ; Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table --- 963 






StaTisTics—Statistical Abstract forthe Principal and other Foreign Countries 
in each year from 1886 to 1895-96 (as far as the particulars can be 
stated); twenty-fourth number ; Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table ... on ies pes inp ons al --- 264 


Patents, Designs, AND TRaAvE Marks—Fifteenth Report of the Comp- 
troller General, with appendices, for the year 1897; Presented (by 
command), and ordered to lie on the Table aah na ne 


264 





ELEcTRICAL ENERGY (GENERATING STaTIONS AND SuppLy)—Report from 
the Select Committee (with the proceedings of the Committee) made ; 
and to be printed. [No. 75.] Minutes of Evidence laid upon the 
Table, and to be delivered out : ~ 














264 





STANDING CommitTEE—Report from the Committee of Selection for the 
Standing Committee, That the Committee have added the Lord Stanley 
of Alderley to the Standing Committee for the consideration of the 
Luuacy Bill [n.1.] ; Read, and ordered to lie on the Table... oon OE 


NEW BILLS. 


Metropolis Management Acts Amendment (By-Laws) Bill [u.1.]—“To 
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Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. W. H. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) .. ; 


Estate Duty—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answers, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beech, Bristol, W.) eas 











HarroGate Postman’s GRIEVANCE—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh 
(Leitrim, N.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Sir 
R. W. Hanbury, Preston) .. ° eee ese eee eee ose 


Russian eecnaage at TaLreENwan—Question, Sir James Fergusson 
(Manchester, N.E.); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affaire (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) wa Be 
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Local Government (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. (In the Com- 
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ORDER OF THE DAY. 


mittee) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘ Page 99, line 33, leave out from ‘ Provided that,’ to end of sub-section, 
and insert ‘ A county council may, with the approval of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, in the prescribed manner order any road which may appear t¢ 
be useless to be stopped up.’”"—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 419 Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ... 
The Chief Secretary to the. 
Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Cen- 
tral) we. 6 
Amendment withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


** Page 20, line 35, after ‘ effect,’ insert ‘if the prescribed objecticn is 
lodged.’”"—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 

Mr. T.M. Healy wes us 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


** Page 29, line 36, at end, insert— 


‘** Provided that nothing herein contained shall be held to compel a 
county or district council to keep a particular road in repair if both the 
county and district council consider it, for any reason, unnecessary or 
undesirable to do so.”—( Mr, M. Healy.) 


DIscussion :-— 


Mr. Maurice Healy 420, Colonel Waring (Down, N.) 
422, 423 Mr. Vesey Knox (London- 
The Attorney-General for derry) ove ee eee 


Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) 421, 
422, 423 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 29, line 37, omit sub-section 2."—(Mr. Flynn.) 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) Mr. Gerald Balfour... eee 
423, 425 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 30, line 1, leave out ‘ . ¢ ‘ x 7 ds 
©. Semende) ut ‘quarterly’ and insert ‘half-yearly.’"—(Sir 
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DIscussion :— 



























Sir T. Esmonde (Kerry, Mr. T. M. Healy ... ee 427 
) 3. 426, 427 Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice 
wns. Es “H. Robertson (Wilts, Cricklade)... ee 427 
(Hackney, S.)... «oe ©6496 Mr. Maurice Healy ... 427 
Mr. Murnaghan ( Tyrone, Mr. J. Jordan (Fermanagh, 
Mid) ... . 426 x) . 427 
Mr. W. Johnston (Bel- Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ewe 428 
fast, S.) eee - 426 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Mr. M. Healy ... eee eee eee eee eee eee coe §=428 
Clause 54, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Omit sub-section 2 0f clause 55.”"—(Mr. Flynn.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour Mr. W. Johnston “se sas) SSE 
428, 431 Mr. T. M. Healy «on 
Mr. Flynn sia ee Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8S.) ... 4381 


Mr. Maurice Healy we. 429 Mr. Murnaghan eee ww. §=431 





Amendment proposed— 


“At end of sub- section 3, leave out the words ’ ~* ei Local Government 
Board,’ and insert‘ by a banking company.’”—(Mr. J. H. M. Camybell ) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. J. H. M. Campbell Mr. Gerald Balfour .. 432 
(Dublin, St. Stephen’s Sir R. Penrose Fitzgerald 
Green)... ae w- 432 ( Cambridge) eee 432 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 









** Page 30, lines 27 and 28, leave out ‘ subject to any statutory limits.’”— 
(Sir T Lea.) 







Discussion :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour... 432 Sir Thomas Lea (London- 
derry, S.) «+. ove woe 432 









Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 










Amendment proposed— , 


‘* Page 30, line 27, after ‘ subject,’ insert— 


**In the case of any officer whore salary can be fixed without the concur- 
rence of the Local Government Board.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 







Discussion :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy 432, 433 Mr. Gerald Balfour... vee 433 













Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Page 3), line 35, leave out from beginning, to ‘the county,’ in line 36,” 
** Page 30, line 36, after ‘ council,’ insert * may take from a treasurer when 
a banking company and.’ ”_(Mr. Gerald Baifour.) coe 400 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
; “Page 30, line 38, after ‘security’ insert, ‘from a guarantee society cr 
company. (Mr. Daly. ) 
Discussion :— 
| Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) 433 Mr. Gerald Balfour.. eos 6480 
f Amendment, by leave, withdrawn ... ae oa axe ose owe 434 
Amendment proposed— 
** Page 30, line 40, leave out sub-section 4.”—(Mr. Daly.) aa as S54 
Discussion :-— 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, FE.) Mr. Murnaghan ead 438 
434, 437, 488, 439, 440 Sir Walter Foster (Derby, 
; Mr. T.M. Healy 436, 442 Ilkeston)... ; 440 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 436, Sir T. Esmonde = 441 
t 437, 439 Mr. Crean ( Queen’s County, 
L Mr. Maurice Healy 437, 438 Ossory) .. oon «= 441, OSE P 
Colonel Saunderson 438, Mr. J. Samuel ( en oon 6442. 
440, 442 Mr. Daly was * oe 444 
Question put— 
** That the words of the sub-section to the word ‘he,’ in line 42, stand 
part of the clause” et se wee es eo ae wwe 444 4 
z ‘The Committee divided :—Ayes 138; Noes 76. (Division List No. 
116.) 
2 
Amendment proposed— 
** Page 30, line 42, leave out the words ‘be appointed.’ ”—(Mr. J. O'Connor.) 
DIscussIon :— 
Mr. J. O Connor (Wick- Mr. M. Austin (Limerick, W.) 446 
low, W.) oe we. «6445 
‘The House having been counted, 
2 Discussion resumed :— 
Mr. J. O’ Connor w. §=446 Mr. T. M. Healy... wee 447 
Mr. Atkinson ... ose 447 Mr. Murnaghan ae w. 448 
Mr. Maurice Healy... 447 Mr. Gerald Balfour... vee 448 
Mr. Jordan ea coe |» SAT 
Question put. 
Amendment negatived. 
33 Amendment proposed— 


“‘ Page 30, line 43, leave out ‘or.’ ‘Page 30, line 43, after ‘altered, 
insert ‘ or withheld. "_( Mr. W. E. T. Sharpe.) Be. 
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Discussion :— 


Mr. Sharpe (Kensington, Mr. Gerald Balfour... — -... 
NV.) vee soe wee 449 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


““Page 31, line 14, leave out from ‘council’ to ‘all,’ in line 15, and 
insert—‘So far as respects rural districts, and to the clerk of the council of 
every county borough and urban county district, so far as respects that 
borough or district.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour). cee on ee 


Amendment agreed to, without a Division. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 31, line 10, at end, insert—‘ And such secretary or town clerk 
shall receive such additional remuneration in respect Of the increase of his 
duties by reason of the transfer in this sub-section mentioned as the Local 
Government Board may sanction, such increase not to be less in amount 
than the amount which would have been receivable by such clerk of the 
— ‘ such transfer of powers and duties had not been made.’”—(Mr. M. 

ealy. 


Discussion :— 

Mr. Maurice Healy 450, 451 Mr. Atkinson... eae eee 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 31, line 21, leave out ‘Lord Lieutenant,’ and insert. ‘ Local 
Government Board.’’—(Mr, 7. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ove oon one eee oe eee 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 31, line 31, after ‘ borough,’ insert—* And theamount cf any such 
superannuation shall be paid as expenses of the county or district council.’ 
Page 31, line 31, at end, insert, as a new sub-section—' The law relating to 
the treasurers of counties and this section shall apply to the county of 
Dublin in like manner as to any other county.’ Page 31, line 31, at end. 
insert, as a new sub-section—‘ Where a county surveyor, or any resident. 
medical superintendent, or assistant medical officer of a lunatic asylum, 
is appointed by a county council after the passing of this Act, and at the time 
of such appointment held a like office in another county or lunaticasylum, 
he shall, upon ceasing to hold office, be entitled, for the purpose of enact- 
ments relating to superannuation, to reckon any previous service as county 
surveyor or as officer of a lunatic asylum which he might have reckoned if 
his service had been under the appointing council or committee.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :-— 
Sir T. Lea w. 452, 453 Mr. T. M. Healy... ane 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 452 Mr. Murnaghan eee eee 
Mr. Maurice Healy... 452 


* Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Discussion continued :— 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., Mr. Jordan ... ove ° 
wy): ae _ we 453 Mr. Maurice Healy ... eee 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 453 
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Question put. 


> Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 4, after ‘asylum’ insert ‘or is transferred to a County Council 
by this Act.’”—(Mr. J. H, M. Campbell.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


M. Maurice Healy we [The Chairman] ... ww. §=453 
) Mr. J. H. M. Campbell 453 


New sub-section agreed to without a Division. 
Amendment proposed— | 
‘*Page 31, line 33, after ‘ officers,’ should be added—‘ Or the powers con- 
ferred by any unrepealed Act on the Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council 


or any other Government department in relation to officers.’”—(M/7r. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Mr. Dillon mo ane Me 


1 





55 Mr. Gerald Balfour... cue. ee 
Mr. Maurice Healy... 455 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put— 
‘That clause 55, as amended, stand part of the Bill,” 4 
Discussion continued :— 
| Mr. Maurice Healy ... oat ae eis om we << Soe 
| Clause agreed to. ‘ 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 31, line 57, after ‘ officer,’ insert ‘who may be resident or non- 
resident.’”—(Mr. Power.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Power (Waterford, Mr. Gerald Balfour... --- 456 
ree Geers aes 455, 456 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“* Page 82, lines 41 and 42, leave out ‘ legally qualified,’ and insert ‘ regis- 
tered.’”—(Sir W. Foster.) 
> Discussion :— 
; Sir W. Foster (Derby, Ilkeston)... ose eee ove oe ©6456 
Amendment agreed to, i 
Amendment proposed— 
; ‘Page 31, line 43, leave out ‘had experience in the treatment of the 
insane,’ and insert—* Served for not less than five years as a medical officer 
5 or assistant medical officer in an asylum for the treatment of the insane.’”— 


(Sir W. Foster.) 



































hvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
{May 23] 
Discussion :-— 


Sir W. Foster ... 457, 461 Mr. Dillon... a cee Oe 
Mr.T. M. Healy 457, 460, 461 Mr. Gerald Balfour... «es - 460 








Mr. W. E. H.. Lecky The Chairman ose w- 461 
(Dublin University)... 458 Mr. W. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick)... one ose 461 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

** Page 32, line 4, after ‘The Pauper Lunatic Asylums (Ireland) (Super- 
annuation) Act, 1890, shall apply to every officer appointed under this 
section,’ to insert— ‘ With the modification that any officer or servant who 
has been an officer or servant in any asylum for not less than twenty ye rs, 


and is not less than fifty years of age, or who in the discharge of his or her 
duty becomes permanently incapable of ex~cuting the office in person from 
sickness or infirmity of mind or body, shail be entitled to an annuity in the 
way of superannuation amounting to two-thirds of the annual salary aud 
two-thirds of the annual value of the lodgins, rations, and other allow- 
ances payable to or enjoyed by the person superannuated at the time of his 
or her retirement, and the said Act shall be deemed to be amended accord- 
ingly.’”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


DIscUSSION :— 


Mr. Clancy --- 462, 468 Mr. Daly ue Res -» 466 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 464 Mr. W. Field... nee sos 466 


Mr. Murnaghan... a Mr. Tally... Sek a a 
Mr. W. Redmond (Clare, Mr. Crean ... ieee on 
E.) eee 6465 Mr. Jordan ... os oss S60 





Mr. W. Johnston «ws 00 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 35; Noes 234. (Division List No. 
117.) 

Amendment proposed— 


‘*Page 32, line 6, after ‘aforesaid,’ insert—‘and with the substitution 
of the Lord Lieutenant for the Local Government Board.’’—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 

Mr. T. M. Healy ... wes mer ‘es sn on --. 468 
Amendment agreed to without a Division. 
Clause 56, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 





‘* Page 32, line 14, leave out ‘clerk of the union,’ and insert ‘ executive 
authority.’”—(M>. J. H. M. Campbell.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. J. H. M. Campbell 


Amendment agreed to. 





' Amendment proposed— 


**Page 32, line 14, after the first ‘clerk’ insert ‘and treasurer.’”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) sé oes eae ac wate aes sve. Ht 





Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


** Page 32, line 14, after the second ‘clerk’ insert ‘and treasurer.’”— 
(Mr. Gerald Bulfour.) eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 473 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 32, line 17, after the first ‘clerk’ insert ‘or treasurer.”"—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) , ae ey oe jaa ae nee «s 40 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


** Page 32, line 17, after the second ‘clerk’ insert ‘or treasurer, and in 
the case of a clerk.’ ”_ (Mr. Gerald Balfour.) nit Bes ae coe ae 


Agreed to. 
Clause 57 added to the Bill. 
Amendment proposed — 


** Page 32, line 33, after ‘cess’ insert ‘other than the chaplain and 
medical officer.’”—( Mr. J. H. M. Campbell.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. J. H. M. Campbell Mr. Daly ANS a oe Ge 
473, 476 Mr. Atkinson.. evs 416, 496 

Mr. Tully re 474 Mr TD Sullivan (Donegal, 

Mr. Serjeant He »mphill | ie 476 


474, 475, 477 fa T M. Healy — see, 416 


Amendment negatived ; Mr. Heaty’s Amendment to insert “ wilfully ” 
before “ fail ” agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To insert ‘ the power of suing for the = to the ae council 
or the Local Government Board.’ ’—(Dr. Ciazk.) ae an ea : Ewe 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 58, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 32, line 42, leave out sub section 1.°—(Six C. Dilke.) 


DIScUSsION :— 


Sir Charles Ditke Colonel Saunderson ... 484 

( Gloucestershire, Forest Mr. Carvell Williams (Notts, 
of Dean) = ee ta Mansfield) .. . 485 
Dr. Rentoul ae toa, 418 Mr. Gerald Balfour. 486, 498 
Mr. Dillon oe S10, S02 Mr. Kilbride (Galw ay, NN.) s+. 489 
Mr. J. Redmond ( Water- Mr. Sydney Gedge (Walsall) 491 

fora)... -. 481, 482 Mr. S. Evans (Glamorgan, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill Mid) ose, 492 
(Donegal, S.) 482, Mr. Serjeant He mphill eos 408 
483, 484 Dr. ge se ao S07 


Mr. Lecky eee we 483 Mr.T. M. Healy «. oe 498 


Question put— 
** That sub-section 1 stand part of the clause.’ 
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Discussion continned :— 


Mr. Carvell Williams Mr. Gerald Balfour... nae 
(Notts, Mansfield) ... 499 Dr. Clark «.. ose eee 


Clause 58 added to the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 33, line 7, after ‘council,’ insert ‘or in the office of chairman of 
either of such councils.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put— 

‘‘That the words proposed stand part of the clause” ,,, nF 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

“ Page 33, line 8, at end, insert ‘Casual vacancies among the guardians 
elected for any electoral division in a county borough or urban county 
district may be filled by the board of guardians.’”—(M7r. Gerald Balfour.) 

Question put— 

‘‘ That the words proposed stand part of the clause” ,,, wee 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘** Page 33, line 10, after ‘shall,’ insert ‘ unless the Local Government 


Board on the representation of the county council, otherwise direct.’ ’’— 


(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ... ae ee ge wits 


Question put— 


** That the words proposed stand?part of the clause. nae 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 33, line 11, after ‘district. insert ‘for all purposes.’”—(.V/r, 7. M. 
Healy.) 


Discussion :— 
M. T. M. Healy - 591 Mr. Gerald Balfour 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
** Page 33, line 12, leave out ‘ May,’ and insert ‘ July.’”"—(M7. T. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy 501, 502 Mr. Murnaghan ae 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 502 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
«Page 33, line 14, after ‘county ’insert—‘And the day of the annual 
meeting and ordinary day of election of the chairman and vice-chairman of 


a county or rural district council shall be the 9th day of June.’”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 
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Question put— 

‘*That the words proposed stand part of the clause” .,, ne att 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

** Page 33, line 14, at end, insert as a new sub-section— : 

“The old county and rural district councillors shall retire and the 
newly elected councillors shall come into office on the 9th dav of June, 
which shall be the ordinary day of retirement of councillors.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 

Question put— 

‘‘That the words proposed stand part of the clause.” ... ose eee 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘**Page 33, line 15, leave out sub-section (5), and insert ‘In the case of a 
council of an urban district, other than a borough, the ordinary day of 
election of councillors shall be the 25th day of November, and the day of the 
annual meeting and ordinary day of election of the chairman and vice- 
chairman of the council shall be the first day of December, and such chair- 
man or vice-chairman shall come into office as soon as he has made the 
declaration of accepting office.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Discussion — 


Mr. Maurice Healy coe Oe Mr. Jordan ... a nee 
Mr. Tully sea o<s OVO 


Question put— 

*« That the words proposed stand part of the Amendment” 86 ios 
Agreed to. 
Question put— 

‘“That the Amendment as amended stand part of the clause” ,, 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Clause 59, page 33, line 15, after ‘ councillors’ insert ‘other than the 
aldermen and councillors of the county borough of Dublin.’”—( Wr. Clancy.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Clancy 20 O08, 504 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ma 
Mr. M. Healy ... wee O04 Mr. Field... ose ow 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put— 

‘* That clause 59, as amended, stand part of the Bill” ,,, ans +o 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 18, after ‘district,’ insert ‘and in towns. "—(Mr. Maurice 
Healy.) 


Question put— 
‘That the proposed words be added to the clause ove ore tee 
Agreed to, 
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Amendment proposed— 


** Page 33, line 25, at end, insert— ‘(1) A person registered as a freeman 
in a Parliamentary borough shall be entitled to vote asa local government 
elector—(a) if his place of abode is in the borough, then in the electoral 
division in which that place of abode is situate ; and (b) if his place of abode 
is not in the borough (inthis Act referred to as a non-resident treeman) then 
in the electoral division to which heis allotted by the revising barrister ; and 
shall not be entitled in respect of the qualification of freeman to vote else- 
‘where than in such electoral division, and the registration of e!ectors shall 
be conducted, and the register arranged, so as to give effect to this enact- 
ment; (2) The non-resident freemen shall be allotted among the several 
electoral divisions of the borough in proportion. as nearly as may be, to the 
number of electors in each electoral division, and shall be so allotted in like 
manner as is provided by section 14 of the Redistribution of Seats Act, 1885, 
with respect to the allotment of non-resident freemen among the several 
divisions of a Parliamentary borough; (3) Where an electoral division is 
situate partly within and partly without the Parliamentary borough this 
section shall apply to each divided part as if it were an electoral division ; 
(4) Where the non-resident freemen have been allotted among the divisions 
of a Parliamentary borough in manner provided by section 14 of the Redistri- 
bution of Seats Act, 1885, the provisions of this section shall apply as if each 
such division were a Parliamentary borough.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ... 


Question put— 


‘** That the proposed words be added to the clause ” 


eee eee eee 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 33, line 25, at end, insert—‘ For the purposes of this Act a woman 
shall not be disqualified by marriage for being on the local government 
supplement, or for being an elector of any local authority, provided that a 
husband and wife shall not both be qualified in respect of the same 
property.’ ”—(Mr. Wiliam Johnston.) 


Discussion :-— 
Mr. W. Johnston es wes ee 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


Page 33, line 32, at end, insert as a new sub-section, ‘For the purposes 
of section 21 of the County Officers and Courts (Ireland) Act, 1877, the 
Registration (Ireland) Act, 1898, and tl is Act shall be deemed to be Acts 
relating to the registration of voters.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ... Poe 
Question put— 

‘That the proposed new sub-section stand part of the clause.” 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


Page 34, line 4, at end, add—‘ Provided that, after the passing of this Act, 
a person shall not in Ireland in any year be entitled to be registered in the 
Parliamentary register of electors in respect of the borough occupation 
franchise within the meaning of the Representation of the People Act, 1884, 
unless such person shall have resided within, or within seven miles of, the 
borough during six months immediately preceding the twentieth day of 
July in such year. Provided that a person shall not, unless otherwise 
qualified, be entitled to be a local governme..t elector of a county borough 
or an urban district, if registered in the Parliamentary register of electors 
for such borough or urban district in respect of a qualification as a freeman. 
Provided that a person shall not be entitled to be alocal government elector 
of a county borough or urban distiict if registered in any year in the 
Parliamentary register of electors in respect of the borough occupation 
franchise or the county occupation franchise within the meaning of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1884, unless such person shall have resided 
within, or within seven miles of, such borough or urban district during six 
months immediately preceding the twentieth day of July in such year. 
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(6) Lists of Parlismentary eiectors in Ireland and the local government 
supplement thereto, and the Parliamentary register of electors, and the 
local government register of electors shall in each electoral division, or part 
thereof, be made out according to st:eets where streets exist. and elsewhere 
shall be made out according to townlands ; the names of electors in each 
townland being arranged in alphabetical order, and all precepts andforms 
contained in and used under the Registration Acts and the Registration 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, shall be modified and adapted accordingly.’”—( Mr. 
Healy.) 


su. 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Maurice Healy 507, Mr. Telig Are ves 
508, 509 Mr. Power ... ae ee 
[ The Chairman] we =507 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ove 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put— 
‘‘ That clause 60, as amended, stand part of the Bill” .,, 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘“* Page 34, line 5, leave out sub-section (1).’—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Dillon «=<. 309, 510 Mr. Maurice Healy ... Bas 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 510, 511 Mr. Atkinson... es see 
Mr. Sheehy (Galway, 8.) 510 Mr. T. M. Healy... ee 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 61 added to the Bill. 
Clauses 62 and 63 added to the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 36, line 17, after ‘juries,’ insert—‘ Provided that a county coun- 
cil shal! not be authorised to accept any tender for the execution o a 
public work other than the lowest tender, as provided by section 23 of the 
Grand Jury (Ire'an@) Act, 1836. Provided that»ny such order in council 
may provide that a tender and proposal for the execution of a puniic work 
shall be accompanied with such deposit of money as may be prescribed by 
the Orderin Council to ensure that the tender is made in good faith, and 
for the forfeiture :f such deposit in case the same should not have been 
made in good faith.’”—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Discussion :-— 
Mr. Maurice Healy... 512 Mr. Field... one cos 
Mr. Murnaghan... w. 514 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ose 
Mr. Sheehy — ces! ONE: Mr. Kilbride ... see a 
Sir J. W. Maclure (Lan- Mr. Atkinson .., eve ove 
cashire, Stretford) ... 514 


Question put. 


Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 36, line 17, after ‘juries,’ insert—‘ 3. A county council may with 
respect to any public work, the expenses of which are chargeable partly or 
wholly to the administrative county. or upon the recommendation of the 
council of the district with resp-ct to any public work, the expenses of 
which are chargeable wholly to a county district, execute such work with- 
out the intervention of a contractor, and the Act of the twentieth and 
twenty-first years of the reign of Queen Victoria, chapter fifteen, shall im 
such c-se apply with the necessary modifications.’"—{ Mr. Shee.) 
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[May 24.] 
Discussion :-— 


Mr. Shee (Waterford,W.) 516 Mr. Field... sei 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... _ 516 Mr. Maurice Healy ... 
Mr. Daly eos w- 516 Mr. Atkinson... 

Mr. Dillon eee sos 516 Mr. Crean 


Question put— 
**That those words be there inserted ” Si. = are mon 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 28; Noes 111. (Division List No, 


119.) 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again this day. 
House resumed. 


Mr. Guapstone’s Funerat—The Chancellor rs the , Se ema 
submitted of the Select Committee : 


House adjourned at 3.40. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 24th MAY 1893. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 
Dublin Port and Docks ae s Consent signified ; Read the third 


time, and passed 


Great Western Railway (New Works) Bill—Queo's Consent signified ; 
Read the third time, and passed 


Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman ening Bill— As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time a cen as ae bee 


Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time - eee see : = aa 


Southampton Gas Bill—As amended, considered : to be read the third time 


Torrington and Okehampton =? Bill jhe L  diaad amended, con- 

sidered ; to be read the third time.. = 
Turnchapel Wharves and Warehouses Bill—As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ... sea ee as ane ces see ores 





Stanpinc OrpEers—Orlered, That Standing Orders 39, 129,-and 230 be 
suspended, and that the time for depositing Petitions and Memorials 
against Private Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any Provisional 
Order or Provisional Certificate, and for depositing duplicates of any 
Documents relating to any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or 
Provisional Certificate, be extended to the first day on which the 
House shall sit after the Recess.—( The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Gainsborough Gas ne Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed... ese eee eee ove ess vee eee 
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[May 24.] Page 
Drogheda Gas sine aiaiiibie oe to lie upon the Table, and to be 

printed ‘ “ ion oss i? oa ae coe O22 
Crystal Palace Company Bill—Reperted ; Report to lie upon the Table 522 
Cromer Gas Bill—Reported ; Report to lie upon the = and to be 

printed bat as oes aus ; : te 522 
Easton and Church Hope Railway (Extension of Time Bill Report 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed . 522 
Bombay, Baroda and Central India Railway Company Bill meee 

ported, without Amendment ; — to lie =e the Table, and to be 

printed 523 
Cranbrook and Paddock Wood Railway Bill [1.L.]—Reported, with Amend- 

ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... - 523 
Crowhurst, Sidley and Bexhill Railway Bill Sic St dalteatl with 

Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... oo ©5923 
Liskeard Corporation Water Bill [u.L.]—Reported, with Amendments ; Re- 

port to lie upon the Table, and to be printed : 523 
Great Central Railway Bill—Reported, with caine Report to lie 

upon the Table, and to be printed... ee ; : eae woe ©6023 
Matlock Urban District Council santa iit es to lie a the 

Table, and to be printed * 523 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 

Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill—Read the third time, and 

passed ae ues ee 0% vee evs Ra ae -- O23 
Land Drainage Provisional Order aumnpitatied se Bill—Read a second 

time, and committed.. o a nee oe | Ee 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders Ovo, 7 Bill—Read a 

second time, and committed a oe Ome 
Local Government Provisional Orders “or A Bill—Read a second time, 

and committed = "a a ; a - sie oo. 524 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Read a second time, 

and committed , eae oe x oe -. 524 
Local Government Provisional Orders ave ace Bill—Second Reading deferred 

till Friday, 10th June eee 524 
Local Government Provisional Orders end Bill—Read a second time, and 

committed eee oes “ ms oa «- 924 


Edinburgh Improvement Provisional Order Bill—“To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order made by the Secretary for Scotland, under Part I. of 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, relating to the City 
and, Royal Burgh of Edinburgh” ; Ordered to be brought in by the 
Lord- Advocate and Mr. Anstruther; Presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; Referred to the Examiners of. Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill Ne, 233.] 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 


upon the Table; Bill to be read a third time upon Monday, 6th 
June ... oes eve eee eve ose eee es ove 





Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read the third time upon Monday, 6th 
June... ae ose ma sia 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill—Reported, with Amendment [Provisional 
Order confirmed] ; Bill, as amended, to be considered on Monday, 6th 
June... 


PETITIONS. 


Companies Act (1867) Amendment - sae Bill—In favour: From London 
(5); to lie upon the Table : a ae on 


Dogs Regulation Bill—Against : From Melton Mowbray (3), — Hove, 
Brighton (2), and Worcester ; to lie upon the Table 


East Inpra (ContaGious DisEasEs)—Against State Regulation: From 
Rathmines, Norwood, and Tottenham ; to lie upon the Table 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—In favour: From St. Ninian’s, 
Elgin, Kilbirnie, Ayr, and Irvine; to lie upon the Table ‘ate 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—For alteration ; From the Association 
of Baronial High Constables in Ireland ; to lie upon the Table 


Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill—In favour: From Edinburgh, 
Wick, Gourock, and Midlothian ; to lie upon the Table ok 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Bill and Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Holyhead, Manchester, and 
Southwell ; to lie upon the Table ... ove ov eee eve 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour; From Compton 
Dundon, Glasgow, Lamport, Draughton, Walton, Chichester (6), Col- 
chester, Catcott (2), Burtle, Aspull, Ashcott, Porthfield, Tiverton (2), 
Snodland, Copford, Toller Porcorum, Portsmouth, Crowborough, Yard- 
ley, Urmston, Kempston, Maidstone, Manchester, Devonport (7), 
Stonehouse (2), Preston, Brighton, Crown Hill, Tavistock, St. Budeaux, 
Okehampton, Oldham (2), Nether Broughton, Plymouth (6), Batley 
(2), Little Lever, Herne Hill, Riddings, Appledore, Eldon, Northamp- 
ton, Newbottle, Brook Green, Guestling, Dorking, Bishop Wear- 
mouth, Hebburn-on-Tyne, Newmarket, Pelton, Hanford, Hastings, 
Gulval, St. Keverne, Madron, Isleham, Kerris, Tregavara, Hawick, 
Grantchester, Sunnybrow, Sunderland, Norton, West Sleekburn, Tor 
Point, and Wiucanton ; to lie upon the Table 


Trusts (Scotland) cians favour: From Midlothian ; to lie upon the 
Table oe oe oe ove eee eee ove 


Vaccination Bill—Against: From Manchester; to lie a the Table ; 
For Alteration : From Rugby ; to lie upon the Table . 





Workmen’s Houses Tenure Bill—Against : From Mining Association of 
Great Britain ; to lie upon the Table... ove ove ove ose 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Patents, DEstcGNs AND TRADE Marks, witH APPENDICES, FOR THE 
Year 1897—Return [presented 23rd May] to be printed [No. 214] ... 


EXPERIMENTS ON Living ANimaLs—Return presented relative thereto 
[ Address 29th April ; Mr. Jesse Collings], to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed [No. 215]  ... bes wos as ose eee eee 


PoLitine Districts (West Ripinc oF YORKSHIRE)—Copy presented of 
Orders made by the County Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
constituting Polling Districts and Polling Places within “the Riding [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ia 


Navy anp Army (Cost oF ADMINISTRATION)—Return presented relative 
thereto [Address 18th February ; Lord Charles Beresford]; to lie upon 
the Table eee eee ae ae eee : 


Etectric LignhtinG ProvistonaL OrpERs—Copy ordered “ of Memoran- 
dum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 13) 
Bill "—(Mr. Ritchie) ; Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 216.] Copy ordered of “ Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill.”— 
(Mr. Ritchie) ; Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed [No. 217] ca 


Navy anp Marines—Return ordered “ of numbers of Commissioned 
Officers, Subordinate and Warrant Officers, Petty Officers, Men, and 
Boys of the Executive Branch, Engineer Branch, and other Branches of 
the Royal Navy, borne on the Ist of April, 1858, 1868, 1878, 1888, and 
1898 respectively, excluding Pensioners and Reserves; and a similar 
Return of the numbers of the Commissioned, Warrant, and Non-Com- 
missioned Officers and Men of the Royal Marine Force cine ce John 
Colomb) wee me ats wes oe 


NEW BILLS. 


Bankruptcy Act (1883) Amendment Bill—“ To amend the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883”; ordered to be brought in by Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. 
Carson, Mr. Greene, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Lawson Walton, Mr. 
Ascroft, and Mr. Lloyd-George ; Presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 22nd June, and to be printed 
[Bill No. 234] vee oe 


Truck Acts Amendment Bill—* To amend the Truck Acts” ; ordered to be 
brought in by Captain Norton, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Davitt, Mr. 
Jacoby, Mr. Logan, and Mr. Woods ; Presented, and read the first time ; 


to be read a second time upon Monday, 6th June, and to be printed 
[Bill No. 235] ae ee «é ‘ 


Vexatious Actions (Scotland) Bill—“ To prevent Vexatious Legal Proceed- 
ings in Scotland” ; ordered to be brought in by Mr. John Wilson (Govan), 
Mr. Haldane, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. Renshaw, and Sir William 
Dunn ; Presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 20th June, and to be printed [Bill No. 236]... ose 
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Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill—* To make further provision with respect 
to the relief of Pauper Children in Ireland ; and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith”; ordered to be brought in by Sir John Colomb, Mr. 
Dillon, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. William Johnston, and Mr. John Red- 
mond; Presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 9th June, and to be printed [Bill No. 237] ... eee oe 


Union of Benefices Bill—** To amend the Union of Benefices Act, 1860” ; 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Balfour, and Mr. 
Solicitor General ; Presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 6th June, and to be printed [Bill No. 238]... 


QUESTIONS. 


Voiuntary ScHoots AssociaTions—Questions, Mr. Channing (Northamp- 
tonshire, E.); Answers, The Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education (Sir John Gorst, Cambridge University) 


PETROLEUM—Question, Mr. Ascroft (Oldham) ; Answer, The Under Secre- 
tary for the Home Department (Mr. Jesse Collings, Birmingham, 
Bordesley) ... eee ove eee eee vee 


Customs Warcuers—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the hae (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston)  ... ses eee eee oon oes ‘ 


Wer!-HAI-WeEI—Question, Mr. Provand (Glasgow, Blackfriars); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport)... ‘as eee ee a ae v7 


Acuitut Istanp RELIEF Funp—Question, Mr. William Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick); Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ee At 


CrycLe CompantEs—Question, Mr. William Field (Dublin, ge Patrick) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr, C. T. Ritchie, 
Croydon)... ad ‘ am wees aes ade Sie 


Promotion oF Limitep Liapritry Companres—Question, Mr. William 
Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, The President of the Board of 
Trade (Mr, C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) ewe aes se 


DisTREss IN THE WEstT OF IRELAND—Question, Mr. William Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central)... ee sie 


Lasourers’ CotraGEs IN THE CLAREMORRIS Unrton—Question, Mr. 
William Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, The Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) . 


Tounistan TartrrF—Question, Colonel Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
igen _Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) “ee ae ae 


Batiyrcotron Harsour—Question, Captain Donel lan (Cork, E.) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 


HospitaL oF St. BartTHOLOMEW, NEAR OxFrorp—Questions, Sir W. 
Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) and Viscount Valentia (Oxford) ; 
Answers, The Parliamentary Charity Commissioner (Mr. Grant 
Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) ae y was aos ows 
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Lasourers’ CoTtaGes IN Downpatrick Unton—Question, Mr. McCartan 
(Down, S.); Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central)... eee ize and 


Practice oF MEpIcINE 1n Inp1a—Question, Sir W. Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India slats George 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) oe ~ a — . ane 


RuHOpEsIA—Question, Mr. J. L. Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.); Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birming- 
ham, W.)_... roe ae ce se oes oes = ten 


HIGHLAND County CounciLts AND Pier Construction—Question, Mr. 
J. G. Weir (Ross and — mare The Lord Advocate — 
Graham Murray, Buteshire) i : aes 


RaBiEs IN Kent—Question, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. W. H. saat 
Liverpool, West Derby) ... cide vee : oats ee 


BELLAGHY Poor Law EL vection—Question, Mr. John Dillon (Mayo, E.); 
Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... ie io bee — se 


PERFORMING Bears IN PuBLic STREETS—Questions, Mr. James Roche 
(Galway, E.), Colonel Dalbiac (Camberwell, N.), and Colonel Wyndham 
Murray (Bath); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancs., Blackpool) ... 


Fry Commiss1on—Question, Colonel Waring (Down, N.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) a as ee ae ae 


Treasury Ciams on Kitkenny—Question, Mr. P. O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... aes ae See & ‘ 


Contract ADVERTISING—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) =e <i AS re ee eee ee 


IrisH Fisninc Inpustry—Question, Mr. W. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ees mes as a 


TiTHE AnD LocaLt Rates—Question, Captain Chaloner (Wilts, Westbury) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the rine _ M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.).. oe wes soe , : x. coe aes 


Licht Dues on Battic Snuippinc—Question, Mr. Doughty (Great 
Grimsby) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. 
Ritchie, Croydon) ... = os one ae — & ve 


Remissions OF DeatnH DutieEs—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer bt M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.), [Mr. Speaker] aS: ae : bay 


ABBEY Mansions Fatatiry — Question, Colonel Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, The First Commissioner ‘of Works (ae. 
Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) ... bee Soe ‘ te? 
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798 CELEBRATION AT KiLRusH—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central)... we 


Inpian Currency CommitTEE—Question, Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ; 
Answer, The ow of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) .. wen oa eee ae as pr: wk 


BENEFICES Bitt—Question, Mr. §. Smith (Flintshire); Answer, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) oes 


American War ReEvENvE Britt—Question, Sir G. Baden-Powell (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport ee eas 

’ I 


Irish Dairy Marit Service—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) ; 
Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. 


Hanbury, Preston) ... oe oh re a ae: oie 

Irish Licguts Boarp—Question, Mr. W. Field (Dublin, gs Patrick) ; 
Answer, The President of the a of Trade (Mr. T. Ritchie, 
Croydon) enn ba) ite “a ; ae sas xe aes 


GOVERNMENT Branpv For InisH CurEp Fisn—Questions, Captain Donelan 
(Cork, E.) and Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.); Answers, The Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ai ae one nae i na ae oe - 


Irisu Fisnermen’s Loans—Question, Mr. P. J. Power (Waterford, FE.) ; 
Auswer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) oe ae vse ose ie vee vee ee pe 


Mr. GLapstone’s FuNERAL—Question, Sir J. Maclure (Lancashire, Stret- 
ford) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works Pape Akers-Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) ... - - : : ove eee 


Raitway Concessions 1n Cuina—Question, Mr. J. Walton (Yeihihine, 
W.R., Barnsley) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) ae ee = 


France anp West Arrica—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) eee és 


AusTRALIA AND NavaL DerenceE—Question, Sir J. Colomb (Great Yar- 
mouth); Answer, The Chancellor of the ne (Sir M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.)... wee — its i ‘ 


Post Orrice Savincs Bank—Question, Mr. J. G. Weir cre and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the silage has M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.)... : : - one ‘ oa ne 


ARRANGEMENTS FOR Pusiic Business — Questions, Col. Saunderson 
(Armagh, N.), Mr. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, W.), McKenna 
(Monmouthshire, W.), » John Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.), and Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) ; Answers, The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W } tes eee eee 


West Inp1an CoLtonrEs—Question, General Laurie (Pembroke and Haver- 
fordwest); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ... eee tee eee eee vee 
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EQUIVALENT GRANT FOR ScoTLAND—Questions, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.); Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.)... nee as “dn ee ise aa AS 4 


Water Bi_ts—Question, Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ; Answer, The President 
of the Local Government Board (Mr, H. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


MEMBERS AND THEIR SEATS— Questions, Colonel Long (Worcester, 
Evesham), and Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ; Answers, Mr. Speaker... 
Inp1AN CurrRENCY ProposaLs—Questions, Mr. S. Smith (Flintshire) and 


Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.); Answers, The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... see Br ret 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Mr. GLapsToNne’s FuNERAL—Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘“*That this House will attend the funeral of the Right Honourable 
William Ewart Gladstone in the Collegiate Church of St. Peter, Westmin- 
ster, on Saturday next, the 28th day of this instant May.”—( The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 


Question put, Motion agreed to... Rae a aaé ae ott 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. [Mr. J. W. 
LowtTuHer (Cumberland, Penrith), Chairman of Ways and Means, in the 
Chair. ] see eee oe ove eee eee ee ove ove 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 38, line 14, after ‘jury,’ insert ‘and the governors and directors of 
an asylum.’ ”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, The Chief Secretary to the 
.. er ree wos | OOO Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
(Mr.Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 

Central)... aie ae 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 39, line 6, after ‘land,’ insert ‘or house and land.’ ’—(Mr, 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to without a Division. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 39, line 20, after ‘means,’ insert—‘ As respects any officer, an 
0 fies: holding office on the last day of March, one thou-and eight hundred 
and ninety-eight, and also on the appointed day, and in any othercase,’”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy -- =561 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ost 


Amendment agreed to without a Division. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘ Page 39, line 32, at end, insert—‘ The expression “* local financial :e ww” 
meansthe twelve months ending the thirty-first day of March. "— Jr. 
Gerald Balfour.) .., me jad vite oni ne ; 


Amendment agreed to without a Division. 
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Amendment proposed— 


* Page 39, line 22, after ‘accordingly,’ insert—‘ And shall extend to and 
include every surveyor, collector, bsrough treasurer, or other officer here- 
tofore subject to annual re-election.’”—(Mr. Plunkett.) ,,, Aen ace. SGI 






















Amendment negatived without a Division. 


Question put— 
“That clause 67 as amended stand part of the Bill.” ,., sis sve: Sl 


Agreed to without a Division. 


Clause 68 agreed to without discussion. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 41, line 9, leave out sub-section (2).”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ove eee eee eee ose oe. 562 
Amendment agreed to without a Division. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 41, line 13, at end, insert—‘(3) The sheriff of each county shall be 

the returning officer for such first election, but if the sheriff desires to be 
a candidate at such election the county quarter sessions on his application 
may appoint another person to be the returning officer, and the person so 
appointed shall for the purpose of such election have the powers and duties 
of the sheriff.’ ‘(4) The costs properly incurred by the returning officer 
in reference to the first election, and in reference to such first meeting of 
the provisional council, shall be defrayed as expenses of the county council, 


and may be taxed on an ef ge made by or by direction of the pro- 
visional council.’”—(Mr. J. H. M. Campbell.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... eee eee eee vue wae oo ©6562 
Amendment negatived without a Division. 
Question put— 
*‘ That clause 69 as amended stand partofthe Bill.» ,,, Re  n 
Agreed to without a Division. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 41, line 17, after ‘district,’ insert ‘other than the county 
borough of Dublin,’ "—(Mr. Clancy.) oe oe herd ae ove. ate 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 41, line 21, at end, insert—‘ Provided that this section shall not 
apply to a county boroughs of Belfast and Londonderry.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
alfour. 












Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy eee §=6563 The Attorney General for 
Ireland (Mr. J. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) ... eee 
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Amendment agreed to without a Division, 
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Question put— 
‘That clause 70, as amended, stand part of the Bill” ,,, oe Per 
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Agreed to without a Division. 
Clause 71 agreed to without discussion. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 42, leave out clause 72.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) pas axis 


Clause 72 struck out without a Division. 


Amendment proposed— 


“* Page 45, line 9, after ‘ shall’ insert—‘without geal to any _— 
right.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 45, line 18, after ‘heretofore,’ insert—‘ And shall, if his duties 
are increased, receive such increase of salary in proportion to that increase 


of duties as the Local Government Board may determine.’ — Gerald 
Balfour.) ae eh apt wit iat ie , 


Amendment agreed to without a Division, 
Amendment proposed— 

** Page 45, line 19, leave out sub-section 2."—( Mr, Gerald Balfour.) 
Sub-section struck out. 


Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy «. 564 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 564, 
Mr. Jordan sahil Mr. H. Plunkett (Dublin Co., 
Bh) _- 20 w- 564 S.) «0 ove oo. 6564, 


Question put— 

“That clause 73 as amended stand partofthe Bill» ,., ‘eee ous 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

**Page 45, line 40, leave out sub-section (d).”—(Mr. Clancy.) 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., Mr. Dillon (Mayo, FE.) 566, 
N.) os OOO; 567, 568 Mr. Gerald Balfour... 567, 


Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 

** Page 47, line 20, at end, add—‘ Nothing in this section shall be deemed 
to affect a contract as to rates contained in the lease of any house in a city 
or town.’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 

Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy ee 569 Mr. Gerald Balyour... eee 


Amendment withdrawn. 
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Question put— 
** That Clause 74 stand part of the Bill.” 
DIscussION :-— 


Mr. Maurice Healy, 569, 571 Mr. Dillon... eee e OTL 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 569, 571 


Clause 74 added to the Bill. 





Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 47, line 22, leave out sub-section (1).”—(Mr, Diclon.) 
Discussion :-— 


Mr. Dillon... 573, 578 Mr. Serjeant — (Ty- 


Mr. T. M. Healy = 573, 574 rone, N.) 574 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 573, Mr. Gibson ‘Bow les (Lynn 
574, 576, 578 Regis) ; 575 
Col. apiece Armagh Mr. Vesey Knoz eee «. 576 
NV.) ane 574 


Question put— 
‘* That sub-section (1) stand part of the clause,” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 127; Noes 88. (Division List No. 120.) 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 47, line 33, leave out sub-section (2).”—(Major Jameson.) 


Discussion :— 


Major Jameson (Clare, Mr. Serjeant Hemphill w- 582 

a 581 Mr.Field ( Dublin, St. Pe utrick) 583 

Mr. Gerald Balfour, 581, Mr. Shee (WV ‘aterford, W.) . 583. 
582, 583, 584 Sir W. Foster (Derby, Ilhe- 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N. ) 581 ston) _ 583, 584 


Mr. T. M. Healy w. 582 Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, S.) 583 


Amendment negatived without a Division. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘** Page 48, line 6, at end, add—‘ (3) No future officer shall be appointed 
by the Local Government Board save after open competitive examination, to 
be concucted by the Civil Service Commissioners.’”—(Mr. Vesey Knew.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Gerald Balfour, 585, 587 Mr. T. M. Healy... 587 
Mr. Vesey Knoa, 584, 585, 587 Sir T. Lea (Londonderry, S. ) 588 


Question put— 


** That those words be there added.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 74; Noes 129. (Division List No. 121.) 
Clause 76 added to the Bill. 


Clause 77 agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 6, after clause 13, insert the following clause :— 
New C.iavse. 

(1) A county council shall annually contribute towards any county 
infirmary or fever hospital which is situate in their county or to which, 
though situate elsewhere, they are by statute empowered to contribute, and 
‘to any officer thereof a sum not less taan was so contributed out of the county 


cess in the standard year, or any less minimum which the Local Government 
Board sanction. 


**(2) Every county infirmary shall be mnaged, and the admission of 
patients thereto controlled, by a joint committee appointed triennially, con- 
sisting of such number of members of the corporation of the ‘* governor or 
governesses of the infirmary’? appointed by the corporation, and of such 
number of the members of the county council appointed by the council as the 
Local Government Board from time to time fix in the case of ea.h infirmary, 
having regard as well to the proportion of the contribution out of the county 
cess or the poor rate towards the building and maintenance of the infirmary 
as to all the other circumstances of the case; and all powers vested in the 
corporation in relation to the infirmary shall be exezcised only by the said 
committee ; and every member of the committee shall have the same power of* 

_recommendation as a governor. 


**(3) Where the councils of two or more counties contribute to the same 
county infirmary, each of those councils shall be :epresented on the said 


committee. 

**(4) The foregoing provisions with respect to the management of a y 
county infirmary shall extend to every fever hospital which is vested in the % 
corporation of the ‘‘ president and assistants of the hospital.” 4 


‘*(5) Where the boundary of a county for which an infirmary or hospitab 
has been provided is altered by or in pursuance of this Act, the contribution: 
to be made to such infirmary «-r hospital shall be a subject of adjustment, and: 
the Local Government Board in making such adjustment may provide for the: 
representation of the council of any contributing county upon the said 
committee. 


“(6) Nothing in this Act shall deprive any existing officer of any in- 
firmary or hospital to which this section applies of any privilege enjoyed by 3 
him under any Act, and such officer shall not be removed from his office 
except with the consent of the Local Government Board, but, subject as 
atoresaid, every officer of the hospital or infirmary may be appointed and 
removed by the committee appointed under this section. 


Fahy 


(7) Any county councils may agree for the contribution by one council 
to the county infirmary or fever hospital of the other council on such con- 
ditions as to the admission to the infirmary or hospital of patients fiom the 
county of the contrituting council and the representation of that council on 


FA ET 


Amendment proposed— : 


the committee for managing the infirmary or hospital as may be agreed upon, 7 
**(8) The Charities (Ireland) Act, 1832, and section eighty-one of the i 

Grand Jury Act, 1836, are hereby repealed. *L (Mr. Gerald Balfour.) Hy 
Discussion :— i 
Mr. T. M. Healy .- 592 Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.)  ... 598 ty 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8S.) 592 Mr. W. Johnston (Belfast, 8.) 593: He. 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 592 Mr. Jordan ... 593 Be 
Mr. Dane bah Sir R. P. Fitz zGerald t (Cam- ie 

N.) 592 bridge) oe . 593 i 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N. ) +. 593 Mr. Dillon... ay we ©6094 i 

i. 

Agreed to. a 


‘Line 5, after ‘ sanction.’ insert—‘ Where a county is divided by this Act 
into a county and a county borough, the county boreugh shall annually con- 
tribute a sum not less than was paid by the cesspayers of the county borough 
or out of any rate levied in lieu of cess towards such contribution in the 
standard year, or such sum as may bear the same proportion to any less 
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minimum sanctioned by the Local Government Board as the sum so paid bore 
to the sum paid by the cesspayers of the county outside the county borough, 
and the balance shall be paid by the county council; and the county and the 
county borough shall share the representation hereinafter provided for in pro- 
portion to their relative contributions.’”—( Mr. Vesey Know.) 


Discusston . continued :— 

Mr. Vesey Knox ... 594, 595 Mr. Gerald Balfour... inte 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause read a second time. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Line 5, after ‘sanction,’ insert— ‘Where at the passing of th's Act 
& county infirmary is in course of erection and the amount subscribed is 
insufficient to complete the work, it shall be the duty of the county council 
to provide for the amount outstanding, either by means of a loan from 
the Board of Works or in such way as the council may decide.’ ’— 
(Mr. Murnaghan.) 


Discussion :-— 
Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mr. Serjeant Hemphill eee 
N.) 595 


a a ws Oo 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Line 5, after ‘sanction,’ insert—‘ As regards the county of Cork, the 
county council, in addition to any eontribution made by them towards the 
South Charitable Infirmary and County Hospitai, situate in the city of Cork, 
may, if they think fit, contribute annually towards the North Infirmary and 
City of Cork General Hospital, situate in the said city, a sum not exceeding 
seven hundred pounds per annum, and the said county council may also 
from time to time make such other grants as it may deem expedient to any 
other public hospital in the said city; provided always that the total 
amount of the contributions made by the said county council towards hos- 
pitals and infirmaries skall not exceed the sum of two thousand pounds per 
annum.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy, 597, 600 Mr. Atkinson... os oe 


Mr. Smith Barry (Hunt- Mr. T. M. Healy  ... sa 
ingdon) eee ee 599 Sir R. Penrose FitzGerald ... 
Mr. Flynn eee ee 599 Captain Donelan (Cork, E.)... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Line 10, leave out ‘members of the county council,’ and insert ‘ per- 
sons.’”—(Mr. Vesey Know.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Vesey Knox e-- 601 Mr. Gerald Balfour... ose 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Line 18, after ‘governor,’ insert—‘ In the case of the South Charitable 
Infirmary and County Hospital, situate in the city of Cork, such joint com- 
mittee as aforesaid shall be appointed by the coi poration of trustees there- 
for, the county council of the county of Cork, and the town council of the 
county borough of Cork, in such proportion as the Local Government 
Board from time to time fix in manner aforesaid; and in the case of the 
North Infirmary and City of Cork General Hospital, such joint committee 
as aforesaid shall be appcinted by the corporation of trustees therefor, the 
town council of the county borough of Cork, and (if so long as the county 
council of the county of Cork shall make an annual contribution towards it) 
the said county council, in such proportion as the Local Government Board 
from time to time fix in manner aforesaid.”— (Mr. M. Heatly.) 
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Discussion :-— 
Mr. M. Healy ... 601, 602 Mr. Atkinson... ose e-- 602 


» 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 33, after ‘ privileges,’ insert ‘ salaries and allowances.’ ”"— 
(Str W. Foster.) 


DIscussion :— 
Sir W. Foster... bs tei sey jet wk axe one. (OCR 
Amendment negatived without a Division. 
Amendment proposed— 
“‘Line 41, after ‘upon,’ insert—‘ No ecclesiastical person shall, in right 
of his dignity or oftice, be entitled to be a governor or trustee of such 
infirmary or fever hospital as aforesaid.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :-— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 603 Mr. Atkinson... axe oe CB 
Mr. M. Healy ... 603, 604 Mr. Vesey Knox Ae --. 604 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Line 46, at end, add— ‘ (8) This section shall not apply tothe Waterford 
City and County Infirmary.’”—(Mr. J. Redmond.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. J. Redmond (Water- Mr. Shee (Waterford, W.) 
ford City)  ... 604, 606 605, 606, 607 
Mr. Power (Waterford, Mr. Atkinson... ove --- 606 
Ee) om sg ee» 605 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

** Line 46, at end, add—‘ (8) Nothing in this Act contained shall affect 
the mode of election of the physicians and surgeons of Meath Hospital and 
County Dublin Infirmary who attend and serve the same without fee, salary, 
or reward.’,”"—(Mr. Plunkett.) 

Discussion :— 


Sir W. Foster... 607, 608 Mr. Clancy ... --- 608, 610 
Mr. Atkinson... 607, 608 Mr. J. H. M. Campbell (Dub- 


Mr. T. M. Healy 607, 610 lin, St. Stephen’s Green)609, 610 
Mr. Dillon .-- 607, 608 Mr. Plunkett ... os oe 611 
Mr. Maurice Healy 608, 610 Mr. Gerald Balfour w. 611 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause added to the Bill. 
New CuavseE. 


“‘ Page 7, after clause 15, insert the following clause—‘ (1) The council 
of any county may, if they think fit, agree with the Congested Districts 
Board for Ireland to take over from that board any marine work in the 
county which has been constructed or acquired by such board, and upon any 
such agreement the work shall become the public property of the county, 
subject, nevertheless, to the pay ment of con. pensation to any person other 
than the Congested Districts Bouid in like manner as if the same had been 
taken by the county council under tke authority of a provisional order duly 
confirmed in pursuance of this Act. 
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**(2) Where any marine work becomes vested in a county counc’] under 

this section, or is or becomes public property under section sixty-eight of 

_ the Grand Juries Act, 136, the provisions of the Fisheries (Ireland) Act, 

1846, and the Grand Jury Ireland) Act, 1853, relative to maintenance and re- 

pair, and as to tolls and rates, and as to by-laws, rates, orders, and reg ula- 

tions and otherwise, shall apply to such work as if it had been constructed 

by the Board of Works under the said Act of 1846, and becume the public 
property of the county under the said Act of 1853. 


Ixxvi 





** (3) The provisions of the said Acts and of this section respecting main- 
tenance and cepair shall extend to reconstruction. 


“(4 For the purposes of this section, ‘marine wo: k’ means any harbour, 
dock, pier, quay, wharf, beacon, light, or other similer work, and includes 
the approaches to any marine work us above defined, and all land and pro- 
perty used in connection therewith.”"—( Mr. Gerald Bul, owr.) 


Question proposed— 
“* That the clause be read a second time.” 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Maurice Healy... 612 Mr. T. M. Healy... oe 612 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 612 Mr. Plunkett ... eos w- §=613 


Clause read a second time. 
Discussion resumed :— 


Mr. Vesey Knox oo 613 Mr. Gerald Balfour... «- 613 
Mr. Field ove w» 613 


Amendment agreed to, and inserted. 
Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 
? b] 
New Clause. 


** Page 10, after clause 21, insert the following clause :— 


***(1) Where an urban or rural county district in any county contains a 
population, according to the last published census for the time being, « x- 
ceeding 5,000, the chairman of the council for the district shall, unle-s a 
woman or personally di-qualified by any Act, be by virtue of his office a 
justice of the peace for the county, but, except when sitting in quarter or 
general sessions, shall act only within the petty sessional division or 
divisions comprising the district, or any part cf the district. 


‘© (2) The chairman of the council of any urban county district who is 
not a justice of the peace under the foregoing provisions of this section shall, 
if not a woman or personally disqualified by any Act, be a justice of the 
peace in like manner as if he hsd been appointed by the Lord Chancellor 
under section 29 of the Towns Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854. 


***(3) A chairman, before acting as justice under this section, shall, if 
he has not already done so, take the oaths required by law to be taken by a 
justice of the peace. 


***(4) The power of the I.ord Chancellor, under section 29 of the Towns 
Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854, to select a commissioner to act as justice 
of the peace shall cease. 


***(5) Nothing in this section shall apply toa borough.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 





Discussion :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy 







Clause read a second time. 





Amendment proposed— 


** Line 5, leave out from ‘ but’ to end of line 8.”"—(Mr. Dillon.) 
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Page 
DIscuUSsSsION :— 
Mr. Dillon «os 614, 616 Mr. T. M. Healy... we §=615 
Mr. W. Johnston we §=615 Mr. M. Healy eee oe ©6617 
Mr. Flynn ene — Oe Mr. Jordan ... eos «- 617 
Mr. Athinson ... 615, 617 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘Line 8, after ‘ district’ insert ‘and such chairman of an urban district 
shall be styled and known as the * mayor.’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 
Sir i Esmonde (Kerry, Mr. T. M. Healy... oo 618 
W. a <o GES Mr. Jordan ... es ~» 69 
Mr. Gerald Balfour se GIS Mr. Flynn... tee «e- 619 
Amendment negatived without a Division. 
Amendment proposed. 

** Line 10, after ‘ section’ insert—‘ And alsothe chairman of any town or 
township c »mmissioners under the Lighting of Towns (Ireland) Act, 1828. or 
the Towns Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854, or under any local Act. ; "—_(Mr. 

M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... 619 Mr. M. Healy eee «- 619 
Amendment, with the omission of the words “the Lighting of Towris 
(Ireland) Act, 1828, or,” agreed to. 
Clause as amended added to the Bill. 
New CLavse. 

** Page 11, after clause 23, insert the following clause :—‘ There shall be 
transferred to the council of every urtan district excepted from s2ction one 
hundred and sixty of the Public Health Act, 1878 (by reason of being a town 
or township having commissioners under a local Act), the business of the 
board of guardians as burial board. and the said council shall be the burial 
board for the district ’’—(Mr. Gerald Baljour.) 

Clause added to the Bill. 
New CLavse. 

** Page 11, after clause 24, insert the fol'owing clause :— 

‘*The power conferred by section one hundred and four of the Public 
Health Act, 1878, upon an urban authority to purchase a market from a 
market company shall extend to authorise the purchase from any person of 
any franchise or right to hold a market or fair, whether under Act, letters 
patent, or otherwise, and the said section shall apply accordingly, with the 
necessary modification-.’ —(Mr. Gerald Ba’four.) 

Discussion :— 

Mr. W. Redmond (Clare, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Ki : 

E.) --- 620, 622 kenny) ae aise soe: ORE 

Captain Donelan ee 621 Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, 

Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 622 Mid) om vee oe 623 

Mr. Field re ses 1622 Mr. Jordan ... be oe. §=624 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 
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NEw CLAvseE. 











‘* Page 11, after clause 25, insert the following clause :— 


**(1) The council of any county district comprising the whole or part of 
a fishery district under the Fisheries (Ireland) Act, 1848, may make towards 
the expenses of the board of conservators of such fishery district a contri- 
bution not exceeding in any one local financial year a sum equal to a rate of 
one halfpenny in the pound on the rateable value of the county district at 
the beginning of the year. 


**(2) A district council making such contribution may appoint annually 
such number of persons as the Lord Lieutenant may determine to act as 
conservators of fisheries for that fishery district. in addition to, and together 
with, the conservators under the said Act.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 







































Discussion :-— 
Mr. Vesey Knox ose ee ove owe ose eee oe ©6624 
Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 
New Ciavse. 


** Page 11, after clause 25, insert the following clause— 


‘‘The provisions of the Towns Improvement Act, 1854, as amended by 
the Local Government Board (Ireland) Act, 1872, respecting by-laws in re- 
lation to boats plying for hire, and the owners and boatmen thereof, shall 
apply to every rural district in like manner as if the council of the district 
were commissioners under the first-mentioned Act.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 625 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 


New Cause. 
“Page 12, after clause 27, insert the following clause :— 


**(1) The Towns Improvement Act, 1854, and the enactments amending 
the same, shall, subject to the exceptions and with the amendments made 
by this Act, apply to the town forming the urban sanitary district of Car- 
rickfergus, and to every town having commissioners under the Lighting of 
Towns (Ireland) Act, 1828, which is at the passing of this Act or afterwards 
becomes an urban sanitary district, and shall so apply in like manner as if 
it had been in whole adopted in the town, and the boundaries of each such 
town at the passing of this Act were the boundaries approved under the said 
Act. 


‘©(2) In each such town the number of councillors shall be the sameas the 
existing number of commissioners. Provided that, if the Local Government 
Board think fit to divide the town into wards, the wards shall be deter- 
mined and set out, and the commissioners apportioned among the wards in 
manner provided by section fifteen of the said Act, for a town where there 
are municipal commissioners, and the number of commissioners may be 
varied so as to be in accordance with section sixteen of the said Act. 


*“*/3) The urban district council of Carrickfergus shall, as successors of 
the municipal commissioners of Carrickergus, be the Carrickfergus harbour 
commissioners, and the enactments relating to the transfer of property from 
the said municipal commissioners to the urban district council shall be sub- 
ject to the provisions of this Act with respect to such portion of the county 
of the town of Carrickfergus as forms part of the rural sanitary district.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) mat wot +e wee ae we eo. 626 


Clause read a second time. 






Amendment proposed— 





‘* Line 5, leave out from ‘ which’ to ‘district’ in line 6.” 
‘Line 9, after ‘said,’ insert ‘ first-mentioned.’” 


‘Line 10, after ‘councillors,’ insert ‘or commissioners, as the case may 
be.’"—(Mr. M. Healy.) oe eve eee eee eee eee owe 626 








Amendment agreed to. 





Clause as amended added to the Bill without a Division. 
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New Cuavse. 
‘** Page 32, after clause 59, insert the following clause :— 


**(1) The secretary of every county council and the clerk of every urban 
district counzil shall, within one month after making a poor rate, send to 
every board of guardians for a union wholly or partly situate within the 
county or district, a copy, certified by such secretary to be a true copy, of so 
much of the rate book containing such poor rate as relates to the union. 


‘**(2) Every county council shall arrange by contract for all printing, 
whether of lists, forms, registers, or otherwise, required in connection with 
the Registration Acts, or with the Jurors (Ireland) Acts, 1871 to 1894, 
whether such printing is required by the secretary of the council, or any 
clerk of the peace, clerk of a union, or town clerk, and the said printing 
shall be done in accordance with the contract so made, and not otherwise, 
unless in any exceptional case the county council for special reasons so 
permit. 


‘*(3) Every such contract shall be made, and the like tenders shall be 
obtained in like manner, so nearly as circumstances admit, as in the case of 
a public work, the expenses of which are leviable off the county at large.” — 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) See oe Gat are ae eve aes 
Clause read a second time. 

Amendment proposed— 


** Line 2, leave out ‘one month,’ and insert ‘three months.’”—(Mr. 
Plunkett.) v8 eee cee eee eee cee eee eee 
Amendment agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 


‘* Line 6, after ‘ union,’ insert—‘ Such copy shall be received as evidence of 
the contents of the rate book in any court, in like manner as if it was the 
original rate book ; and a copy, or extract of such copy, or any part thereof; 
may be certified under the hand of the clerk of the union as te a true 
copy of the said rate book, or any part thereof, or of the valuation of any 
lands as appearing in the rate book, and shall be received in evidence in ail 
respects as if the same were a copy or extract from the original rate book.”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) au oe 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Atkinson ... oa ae 


27 Sir T. Esmonde oer ee 
Mr. M. Healy ... ese 1ST 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause as amended added to the Bill. 


New Cravss. 
‘* Page 32, after clause 59, insert the following clause :— 


** On and after the first day of October, One thousand eight hundred and 
ninety-nine, or such other day, not more than six months earlier or later, as 
may be fixed by the Local Government Board, the following provisions shall 
apply with respect to the Dublin Coliector General of Rates, and to the poor 
rate, police tax, bridge tax, and bridge rate :— 


‘*(1) The poor rate shall be levied in the city of Dublin in like manner as 
in the rest of Ireland, and all enactments with respect to making, levying, 
collecting, and recovering the poor rate shall apply accordingly ; 


‘* (2) The Commissioner of Peace of Dublin Metropolis, under the Dublin 
Metropolis Police Acts, shall, at the prescribed time before the beginning of 
every local financial year, estimate the amount of money which he finds 
necessary for the maintenance of the police force, and for the several] pur- 
poses of the said Acts during that year, not e<ceeding the amount which 
the Commissioner is, under the said Acts, or any of them, entitled to raise 
by a rate thereunder ; 
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**.3) The Dublin Port and Docks Board shall, at the prescribed time 
before the beginning of every. local financial year, estimate the amount of 
money which they require to be raised in that year for the purpose of the 
bridge tax (if any) and bridge rate respectively ; 


“(4) The commissioner and board respectively shall apportion each 
amount so estimated between the city of Dublin and the rest of the police 
district of Dublin metropolis, or of the bridge area (as the case may be), 
which is outside the city of Dublin, and shall so apportion according to 
rateable value, and shali send to the council for the city of Dublin a 
‘demand for the amount apportioned to that city, and to the council of the 
county of Dublin a demand for the amount apportioned to the rest of the 
police district or bridge area; and each council shall pay by equal half-yearly 
payments the amount specified in such demand ; 


‘«(5) The council of the city of Dublin shall raise, either by means of a 
‘separate rate, or by means of the poor rate, but as a separate item thereof, a 
sum equal to the amounts specified in such demand. tut the demand note 
shall specify approximately the amount in the pound required for each 
amount ; 


** (6) A sum equal to each of the amounts specified in such demand on 
‘the county council of the county of Dublin shall be raised, either by a 
separate rate or in manuer provided by this Act, with respect toa railway 
or harbour charge ; 


**(7) A council levying a separate rate for the purpose of this section 
shall make. levy, and collect the same upon the same basis and in like 
manner as the poor rate, and all enactments relating to the poor rate shall 
apply accordingly, with the exception that a person shall not be disqualified 
for being registered as a parliamentary or local government elector by 
reason of the non-payment of any such rate ; 


**(8) Where any property would but for this section be liable to be 
assessed for the purpose of raising any amount which under this section is 
to be raised by the poor rate, such property shall be liable for the purpose of 
that amount to be assessed to the poor rate and to the said separate rate ; 


** (9) In this section the expression ‘ bridge tax ’ means the ed wall tax 
and bridge tax leviable under the Dublin Bridge Act, 1854 and the expres- 
sion ‘ bridge rate means the rate leviable under the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board and Bridges Act, 1876, and the expression ‘ area bridge’ has the 
same meaning as the latter Act; 


(10) The offices of the Collector General of Rates, under the Dublin 
Collection of Rates Act, 1849, and of his ofticers, shall be abolished, without 
piejudice to the provisions of the Dublin Corporation Act, 1890 ; and the 
persons who on the last day of March, One thousand eight hundred and 
minety-eight, held the said offices, and continue to hold them until abolition 
of their offices, shall be entitied to abolition superannuation allowance, in 
accordance with section 70 (A) of the said Act of 1890, and that section shall 
apply, with the necessary modifications, and in particular with the substitu- 
tion of the Local Government Board for the Lord Lieutenant ; 


**(11) The compensation granted in pursuance of this section to the 
‘Collector General, or any such officer, shall be apportioned in manner pro- 
vided by sub-section two of section seventy-one of the Dublin Corporation 
Act, 1890, as if it were the abolition compensation mentioned in that section ; 


** (12) Any sum which on such is payable by the corporation of the city 
of Dublin, and such portions of _ superannuation allowances, abolition 
superannuation allowances, or abolition compensation, as under the said 
section seventy-one are payable by the said corporation, shall be paid by 
the council of the city of Dublin to the Local Government Board ; 


* (13) Such portions of any compensation granted in pursuance of this 
section, or of any superannuation allowances, abolition superannuation 
allowances, or abolition compensation, under section seventy-one of the 
Dubltn Corporation Act, 1890, as are payable otherwise than by the corpora- 
tion of the city of Dublin (the total of which portions is in this Act referred 
to as the Collector General's annuity) shall be obtained by the Local Govern- 
ment Boand from, and be payable by, the county councils of the county at 
large. and the city of Dublin, in the proportions ascertained, as hereinafter 
mentioned ; 


**(14) The Local Government Board sha'l certify the amount raised 
during the twelve months ending the thirty-first day of December, One 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight, by the Collector General of Rates 
in the police district of Dublin metropolis, in respect of poor rate, police 
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rate, bridge tax (if any,) and bridge rate, distinguishing the total amount 
»aised within, and the total amount raised without, the city of Dublin, and 
shall determine approximately, according to the proportions to each other 
of the said totals, the proporvion of the Collector General’s annuity, which 
should be borne by the city and county of Wublin respectively ; 


‘** (15) The council of the city of Dublin and the council of the county of 
Dublin respectively shall pay the proportion of the Collector General's 
uanuity, to be borne by the city or county, as the case may be, and that pro- 
portion shall be raised as an addition to the several amounts to be raised by 
the council of the said city or county under this section ; 


**(16) Every sum to be paid to the Local Government Board in pur- 
suance of this section shall be certified by the board, and be paid to that 
board by the council of the city or county of Dublin, as the case may be, and 
be a debt to the Crown from that ‘Council, and shall be applied by the 
Local Government Board in paying the allowances or compensation tor the 
time being payable thereout, and so far as not required for that purpose 
shall be repaid to the council paying the same ; 


‘*(17) The lists of voters and jurors shall be made out in the city of 
Dublin in like manner asin the rest of Ireland, and the Registration Acts 
aud the Jurors (Ireland) Acts, 1871 to 1894, shall apply accordiogly ; 


‘* (18) The Acts specified in Part IV. of the First Schedule to this Act 
are in this section referred to by the short and collective titles therein men- 
tioned.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) at 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill without discussion. 


New C.avse. 
* Page 34, after clause 61, insert the following clause— 


**(1) Any act to be done orinstrumen to be executed, by or on behalf of 
the Local Government Board, may be done or executed in the name of that 
board, by the president or by the under secretary to the Lord Lieutenant, or 
by the vice-president, or by any person appointed by tne president or vice- 
president to act on behalf of the vice-president. 


‘*(2) A rule, order, or regulation made by the Local Government Board 
shall b:; valid if it is made under the seal of the board, and signed by any of 
the above-mentioned persons. 


‘*(3) Every document purporting to be a rule, order, or regulation of 
the Local Government Board, and to be sealed and signed as avove men- 
tioned, shall be received in evidence, and be deemed to be a rule, order, or 
regulation duly made by the Board, unless the contrary is shown. 


**(4) The Local Government Board may distribute the business of the 
aeons mee the several members thereof in such manner as the board may 
think right. 


‘“5) The President of the Local Government Board may appoint an 
inspector or auditor of the board, or other person, to be temporarily a com- 
missioner of the board, for the purpose of aiding in the additional work of 
the board in bringing this Act into operation, and in carrying it into effect, 
and superintending the working thereof during a limited period. Such 
appointment shall be in the first instance for one year after the passing 
of this Act, but may, with the consent of the Treasury, be continued from 
end to year for a total term not exceeding five years after the passing of 
this Act. 


‘*(6) There shall be paid to the temporary commissioner, out of moneys 
provided by Parliament, such sum as the Treasury may sanction, not ex- 
ceeding, together with any other remuneration received by him, the 
remuneration paid to a commissioner of the board.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill without discussion ... 


New Cuavse. 


** Page 35, leave out clause 62, and insert the following clause— 

‘*(L) There shall apply to Ireland so much as the Lord Lieutenant by 
Order in Council declares applicable of the English and Scotch. enactments 
specified in the Fourth Schedule to this Act, and the enactments amend- 
ing the same, being enactments relating to—‘a) elections of county and 
district councils and guardians ; (b) acceptance of office, fine, resignation, 
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casual vacancy, etc. ; (c) disqualifications of persons for being members of 
a county or district council, or board of guardians, and of members of any 
such council or board, and their partners, for appointment to an office ; 
(a) incorporation of county and district councils; (e' transfer of property 
and expenses of county and district councils; (f/) accounts, audit, and 
annual budget; (g) borrowing by county councils; (h) transfer of powers. 
of Treasury in relation to borrowing, and to the acquisition and disposition 
of land by councils of boroughs; (7) alterations of boundaries and adjust- 
ments of property and liabilities ; ‘(j) the division of a borough into wards 
or alteration of wards; (%) local inquiries and provisional orders by the 
Local Government Board ; (/) construction of enactments relating to busi- 
ness transferred by this Act; ‘m) proceedings and committees of county 
and district councils, and chairman and vice-chairman of these councils ; 
and (n' powers of the Local Government Board for the purpose of remedy- 
ing defects, and bringing the Act into full operation upon the commence- 
ment thereof, and transitional proceedings and savings. 


‘**(2) An Order in Council under this section may—(a@) apply any of the 
said enactments to both county and district councils and guardians, or to 
any of them, notwithstanding that they relate to county councils only, or 
to district councils only, or to guardians only; and (b) provide for the trans- 
fer to county councils of the |unatic asylums and all property and liabilities 
connected therewith, and for the exception of any debt incurred (whether 
before or after the passing of this Act) on account of lunatic asylums from 
being reckoned in the limitations of amount imposed by any of the said 
enactments upon the borrowing by county councils, and for the joint com- 
mittee of the counties comprised in a lunatic asylum district, exercising 
jointly for the purpose of the lunatic asylum the powers of those councils 
relating to borrowing; and (c) make such adaptations of the said enact- 
ments as appear necessary or expedient for carrying into effect the applica- 
tion thereof to Ireland; and (d) make such adaptations of local Acts as 
appear required to bring them into conformity with any of the said 
enactments.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Clause read a second time ... eae ive oe st a: sca, (Gan 


Discussion resumed :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy sq: Boe Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 632, 633 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 632, Mr. Maurice Healy ... o. 633 
633, 635 


Clause added to the Bill. 


New CLavsr. 


** Page 42, leave out clause 72, and insert the following clause— 


**(1) Where the business of any authority is transferred by or in pur- 
suance of this Act to anv county or district council, the existing officers of 
that authority employed in that business, and not in any other business of 
that authority, shall become the officers of the council of that county or 
aistrict in like manner, subject to the provisions of this section, as if they 
had been appointed by that council; and for the purpose of this section any 
existing secretary of the grand jury, county treasurer, county surveyor, 
assistant surveyor, county solicitor, public analyst for a county, and a high 
constable and coliector, or collector of a barony, and a deputy collector, duly 
appointed under section one hundred and forty-eight of the Grand Juries 
Act, 1836, and also any existing deputy of the county treasurer or secretary 
of the grand jury, appointed with the approval of the Lord Lieutenant, who 
has devoted his whole time to his office, shall be deemed to be an existing 
officer of the grand jury, and the existing officers of every lunatic asylum 
shall be deemed to be existing officers of the governors and directors of that 
asylum ; and every existing officer of the grand jury of a county shall be 
transferred to the council of the county, and not to the council of any urban 
district not a county borough. 





‘* (2) The foregoing provisions of this section shall apply to a county of a 
city or town; but if it does not become a county borough, any existing 
officer of the grand jury shall become the officer of the council of the county 
at large of which such county of acity or town will by virtue of this Act 
form part. 


‘*(3) For the purpose of the enactments relating to superannuation, the 
service of any existing officer of any authority before the transfer to a 
county or district council shall be reckoned as service under that council. 
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**(4) Any existing secretary of the grand jury, unless he dies or resigns, 
or is removed with the concurrence of the Local Government Board, shall 
become and continue the secretary of the county council up to the last day 
of March, nineteen hundred, and may then, if he has given three months’ 
previous notice in writing to the county council of his intention to retire, 
retire from office, and shall thereupon be entitled to receive an allowance 
under this Act of th: same amount as if his office were abolished. 


**(5) The county council my, by notice given three months next before 
the said last day of March, require such secretary to retire, and if they do 
so, without the concurrence of the Local Government Board, he shall be 
— Ha the same compensation under this Act as if his office were 
abolished. 


‘**(6) If at any time after the said last day of March such secretary retires 
voluntarily, he shall be entitled to receive from the county council a super- 
annuation allowance on the scale provided by the Acts and rules relating 
to Her Majesty’s Civil Service, and the amount of such allowance in case 
of dispute shall be determined by the Treasury. ‘i 


‘*(7) If at any time before the said last day of March such secretary satisfies- 
the Local Goverament Board that he is unable, through age or infirmity, to 
discharge the duties of his office uoder this Act, he may retire from office, 
and shall thereupon be entitled to receive an allowance under this Act of 
the same amountas if his office were abolished. 


“(8° The secretary of the grand jury of each of the counties of Cork Pa 
and Tipperary shall become the secretary of the council of each riding of 
such county, and the foregoing provisions of this section shali apply as if 
he were separately the secretary of each such council, and the proportion : 
of the remuneration to be paid by each riding shall, in default of agreement # 
be determined by the Local Government Board. 


**(9) An existing officer of the grand jury of any county of a city or town a 
who by this Act becomes the officer of the council of the county at large of a 
which such county of a city or town will form part, shall perform under the 
like officer of the council of that county at large the like duties as he has a 
hitherto performed as respects the county of acity or county of a town, but db 
a in other respects the foregoing provisions of this section with respect to * 

the like officer of a grand jury of a county at large shall apply to him. ; ° 


Ww 


**(10) Every county council shall within one month after their first ag 
meeting submit to the Local Government Board a scheme setting forth 
their arrangements for the collection of the poor rate, and the officers they 
propose to employ for the purpose, and the names and descriptions of.the 


existing officers transferred to the county council by this Act (whether high re 
constables and collectors, or collectors of a barony, or deputy collectors, or . a 
poor rate collectors of the guardians) whom they propose to employ as BE} 
officers under such scheme, and the scheme shall not authorise the employ- a 
ment of new officers if sufficient existing officers have expressed their i 


willingness to serve. ; 


**(11) The scheme shall provide for the existing officers employed under 4 
the scheme receiving remuneration substantially identical with that A 
which they formerly received. Every officer who under such scheme when im 
approved is not continued as an officer of the county council shall, if he a 
holds an office in respect of which he would, if he had servea a sufficient i 
number of years, be qualified under the existing law for the grant of a 


superannuation allowance and has expressed his willingness to serve, be 
entitled to receive from the county council the same compensation under 
this Act as if his office were abolished, but if he does not hold such an office, 
or if holding such an office, he has not expressed his willingness to serve, E 
he shall be entitled to receive from the county council a gratuity accord- Be 
ing to tne scale in Part I. of the Seventh Schedule to this Act: Provided ie 
that, until the expiration of not less than 12 months after receiving a F 
gratuity under that schedule, an officer shall not be qualified to be appointed 
to any office under the county council, unless he refunds to the county g 
council the gratuity. Of such gratuity, one-half sha)l be repaid to the Y 
county council out of the moneys standing to the Local Taxation (Ireland) ' 
Account by virtue of the Local Taxation (Ireland) Estate Duty Act, 1896, 
and the half of any gratuity sorefunded shall be repaid by the council to 
that account. 





‘*(12) For the purpose of the foregoing enactments a person appointed 
collector under the County Dublin Grand Jury Act, 1844, shall be deemed to 
hold an office in respect of which he would, if he had served a sufficient 
number of years, be qualified for the grant of a superannuation allowance, 


f2 
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(13) The Local Government Board may approve any such scheme with 
or without modifications ; and all officers employed in pursuance of the scheme 
shall be deemed to be poor rate collectorsappointed by the county council within 
the meaning of this Act. 


‘©(14) If in the case of any officer the area in which his duties are 
required to be performed is, by reason of any alteration of any boundary, by or 
in pursuance of this Act, increased or diminished, the officer shall be bound to 
perform his duties in such altered area, 


‘«(15) If by any reason of a change made within six months after the 
passing of this Act in the boundaries of a union, the office of any existing 
dispensary doctor becomes unnecessary. that office shall be deemed to be 
abolished within the meaning of the enactment applied by this Act; and any 
compensation payable to him shall be paid by the guardians of the unions 
which cemprise his former district in such proportion as may be agreed upon, 
or in default of agreement be determined by the Local Government Board. 


“(16) Subject to the provisions of t is Act, every existing officer trans- 
ferred under this section shall hold his office by the same tenure and upon the 
same terms and conditions as heretofore, and while performing the same or 
analogous duties shall receive not less remuneration than heretofore; and if, 
by reason of any alteration of boundary or other thing done by or in pursuance 
of this Act, his duties are increased or diminished. the officer shall be bound to 
perform those duties, and shall receive such increase or diminution of salary 
in proportion to the increase or diminution of his duties as the Local Govern- 
ment Board may sanction, subject, nevertheless, in case of diminution, to such 
compensation as is provided by this Act. 


(17) Section one hundred and twenty of the Local Government Act, 
1888, set out in Part Two of the Seventh Schedule to this Act (which relates 
to compensation to existing officers), shall apply in the case of existing officers 
affected by this Act, who are remunerated out of the cess or rate raised in any 
vounty or district, whether officers above in this section mentioned or not, and 
reference in the said section o:e hundred and twenty to the county couucil 
shall include references to a district council; and if any officer transferred by 
this act to a council who cin be removed without the concurrence of the Local 
Government Board or the Lord Lieutenant (and is nota banking company), is 
within five years from the date of the transfer removed from his office for any 
cause other than misconduct or incapacity, his office shall be deemed to have 
been abolished within the meaning of the suid section. 


“*(18) All expenses incurred by any council in pursuance of this section 
shall be pail as expenses of the execution of this Act, and in the case of a 
county council may, if the county council, with the consent of the Local 
Government Board, so direct, be defrayed as district charges. 


**(19) The provision of a gratuity by a council to any existing officer 
under this Act shall be a purpose for which such council may borrow, in 
sccordance with the enactments relating to borrowing by such council.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 3, leave out ‘and not in any other business of that authority.’”— 
(Mr. Clancy.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Clancy  ...638, 639, 640 Mr. Atkinson... wil vis 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 638, 639 
Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed :— 


“ Line 28, after ‘council’ insert ‘and the service of any existing secretary 
as assistant or deputy secretary in the same county shall be reckoned as part 
of his service,’ ”"—(Mr, J. H, M. Campbell.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. J. H. M. Campbell... 640 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... ove 


Mr. M. Healy ... .-- 640 Mr. Daly _... 
Question put and agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Line 29, after ‘grand juries’ insert ‘or county surveyors of twenty 
years service,’ '’—-(Mr. Sharpe.) ae . 



























Discussion :— 


Mr. Sharpe (Kensington, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... --- 641 
Ni.) vee ves w. 641 


Amendment negatived. 
Amendment proposed :— 

“Line 37, leave out sub-section 5.”—(Mr. J. H. M. Campbell ) 
Discussion :— i 





Mr. J. H. M. Campbell 641 Mr. Gerald Balfour... wv. 642 

Mr. Maurice Healy... 641 Mr. Dillon ia woe. GG 
Question put. 4 
"] 
Amendment negatived. ¥ 
Question put— E 
‘* That sub-section 5 stand part of the clause.” 4 
Agreed to. : 
Amendment proposed— % 
‘ Line 72, after ‘ guardians,’ insert—‘ Or deputy collectors of such poor 4 

rate collectors where such deputy collectors devote their whole time to the 
work of such collection.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) eee nae “a <<. BS 
Mi 
Discussion :— im 
‘Mr. Maurice Healy 642, 643 Mr. Murnaghan ... - 643 Z 
Mr, Gerald Balfour ... 643 id 
Question put— a 
‘‘ That the words proposed stand part of the sub-section.” 4 
Agreed to. 4 
Amendment proposed— 3 
‘* Lines 80 and 81, leave out ‘if he is qualified under the existing law for 4 
the grant of a superannuation aJlowance,’ and insert ‘if his tenure of office 

is permanent in character.’”"—(Mr. J. H. M. Campbell.) ... nee es OSS : 
Discussion :— a 
9 Mr. J. H. M. Campbell 644 Mr. Gerald Balfour... we §=645 a 
Amendment proposed— a 
‘Line 150, at end add—(19) ‘ The provisions of section twenty-seven, sub be 
section one, of the County Ofticers and Courts (Ireland) Act, 1877, shall apply # 
to the additional duties imposed by section five of this Act on cl rks of the 4 
peace appointed under the first year of George the Fourth, chapter twenty- z a 
seven.’ —(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) pres bt aN ae: oe oe a 
Discussion :— a 
Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 645 Mr. Gerald Balfour... + G&G a 
0 Mr. M. Healy ... vee §=645 Mr. Flynn oes 646 
0 Mr. Dillon ‘ine «oe 646 a 





Clause as amended added to the Bill. 
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New C.LavseE. 


** Page 45, after clause 73, insert the following clause— 


*‘ Nothing in this Act shall prevent any high constable and collector, or 
collector of a barony, from collecting in like manner as if this Act had not 
passed, any county cess comprised in any warrant held by him on the 
appointed day: Provided that if such constable or collector alleges that any 
portion of the said cess not. recovered by him is irrecoverable, and that if 
this Act had not passed he would have been relieved by the grand jury from 
paying that portion, he may apply to the county council to relieve him from 
so paying that portion, or if he has paid it to the county treasurer, to repay 
him the sum paid ; and the county council, with the approval of the Local 
Government Hoard, if it seems, having regard to the diligence used by the 
high constable or collector, and to the poundage he received in respect of 
the collection, and to all the circumstances of the case, equitable to grant 
the application in whole or in part, may so grant the application and pay 
the necessary sum as part of their expenses in the execution of this Act.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) mS. ee se Siok 


Clause added to the Bill. 


New CLavseE. 


‘* Page 45, after clause 73, insert the following clarse— 

**(1) Each of the following officers, namely, the existing clerk of the peace 
for the county ofthe city of Kilkenny, and the ex'sting clerk of the Crown 
and peace for the county of the town of Galway, shall continue to hold his 
office and to perform the duties thereof for the like area, and while per- 
— the same shall be entitled to receive the same emoluments as 

eretofore. 


“(2) The existing clerk of the Crown for the county of Antrim shall 
become the first clerk of the Crown of the county of the town of Be!fast 
constituted by ths Act. 


**(3) The existing clerk cf the Crown and peace for the city and county 
of Londonderry sha!! become the first clerk of the Crown and peace for the 
county of the city of Londonderry constituted by this Act. 


‘**(4) The existing coroner of the county of the town of Galway, and, the 
existing coroner of the coun'y of the town of Carrickfergus, shall respec- 
tive'y continue to be coroner in like manner as if the county of the town 
were a cororer’s district of the county of Galway cr of Antrim, as the case 
requires.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ... * i a 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy  ... 648 Mr. Vesey Knox 
Amendment proposed— 


‘Line 1, after ‘existing,’ insert ‘coroner of any merged county ofa city 
or town or’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) ... ae ae “ns eae ts 
Discussi0Nn :— 

Mr. T. M. Healy 649, 650 Mr. Atkinson... os eee 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause added to the Bill. 


New C.Lavse. 


‘* Page 45, after clause 73, insert the following clause :— 


_ “Every existing officer who is by this Act transferred to any county or 
Cistrics council, or is an officer of any board of guardians, and would, i! he 
‘were to retire on the appointed day, be qualified for a superannuation 
allowance.shall, when he resigns or ceases 10 hold his office for some cau-e 
other than misconduct. be entitled to receive a superannuation allowance 
on the scale and according to the rules relating to Her Majesty's civil 
service.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 5 oa Ai 


eee eee eee 
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Page 
Amendment proposed— 

‘* Line 2, after ‘ guardian’ leave out to ‘shall’ in line 4."—(Mr. J. H. M. 

Campbell.),.. ve a oe oe ee aah wee oe =650 
Discussion :— ; 

Mr. J. H. M. Campbell 650 Mr. Smith Barry (Hunts, 

Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, Huntingdon) ove --- 653 

2 a oes wee 652 Mr. Flynn... be --- 653 

Mr. Gerald Balfour ... 653 Mr. Plunkett (Dublin Co. 8.) 654 
Amendment negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘‘After ‘shall’ insert ‘without ;rejudice to existing rights.’”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 
Agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 
New Ciause. 

** Page 45, after clause 73, insert the following clause :— : 

‘*The provisions of this Act with respect to officers transferred to a 
‘county council st.all apply to all existing officers of any urban district 
council or town commissioners other than a town clerk or clerk to the 
commissioners, in like manner as if they were officers transferred by this 
Act to such council or commissioners.”—(Mr, Gerald Balfour.) 

Amendment proposed. 
‘Line 5, at end, add, ‘and an annual election shall not, in future, be 
necessary in the case of an existing office,’”—(M7r. M. Healy.) 
Agreed to. 
Clause added to the Bill. 
New Ciavse. 

‘* Page 45, after clause 73, insert the following clause :— 

‘* Every existing clerk of a union shall, unless he otherwise agrees with 
‘the county council or urban district council as the case may be, continue 
ito — the duties of the clerk of a union under the Registration Acts 
and the Jurors (Ireland) Acts, 1871 to 1894, and every collector of poor rate 
shall continue to give the same information and assistance as heretofore 
to that clerk in relation to the said duties.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Clause added to the Bill. 

Discussion continued. 
Colonel Saunderson§ . 655 The Chancellor of the Ex- 
Mr. GeraldBalfour ... 655 chequer (Sir Michael Hicks 
Mr. Dillon wes oe 635 Beach, Bristol, W.) 656, 657 
Mr. T. M. Healy «- §=655 Sir T. Lea (Londonderry, 
Mr. Vesey Knox we ©6655 S.) os. oes oes eee §=657 
Mr, J. Redmond .. 656 [The Chairman] ... «- 657 

ScHEDUL» 1. 

Amendment proposed, 

** Page 49, line 9, leave out ‘Section one hundred and six.’”—( Ur. M. 
Healy.) 

Discussion :— 
Mr. Maurice Healy 657, 658 Mr. Atkinson... oes «- 658 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed. 


Discussion resumed. 


Amendment proposed. 


Discussion :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 50, line 13, at end, add— 


Part IV.—DvuBLIN CoLLECTION oF RATES Acts. 
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Page 


‘* Page 49, line 17, at end, insert— 


3 and 4 Will.| An Act to Alter and amend the laws relating | Section seventy-two.” 
c, 37 | tothe temporalities of the Church in Ireland 
—(MUr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to without a Division. 


Mr. Serjeant Hemphill... 657 The Chairman ee .- 658 


‘Schedule 1, page 49, line 35, add ‘Richmond Lunatic Asylums Act,, 
1897.’"—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill, ) 


Mr. Serjeant Hemphill 659 [ The Chairman] sot «oe ©6660 
Mr. Maurice Healy 


Amendment agreed to without a division. 
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Title Short Title, 















said river. 





12 and 13 Vic., | An Act to provide for the collection of rates | The Dublin Collection 
c. 91 in the City of Dublin of rates Act, 1849. 


17 and 18 Vic., | An Act to enable the Collector-General of | The Dublin Bridge 
c 32, Dublin to levy money to repay a certain Act, 1854. 

outlay by the Corporation for preserving and 

improving the port of Dublin in and about 

repairing the quay wall of the River Liffey 

and for future repairs thereof, and for 

repairing and rebuilding bridges over the 











Part V.—DvusLIN METROPOLIS PoLicE ACcTs. 









Session and Chapter. 


Title or Short Title. 















6 and 7 Will. 4, c. 29 

7 Will. 4, and 1 Vic., c. 25 
2 and 3 Vic., c. 78... 

5 and 6 Vic., c. 24... 

12 and 13 Vic., c. 91 


23 and 23 Vic., c. 52 
31 and 32 Vic., c. 95 
37 and 38 Vic., c. 23 


6 and 47 Vic., c. 14 





.| The Dublin Police Act, 1836. 
.| The Dublin Police Act, 1837. 
--| The Dublin Police Act, 1839. 
.| The Dublin Police Act, 1842 


..| An Act to provide for the collection of rates in the 


city of Dublin. 


...| The Dublin Police Act, 1859, 
.| The Dublin Police Act, 1867. 


.| The Resident Magistrates and Police Commissioners. 


Salaries Act, 1874. 


---| The Constabulary and Police (Ireland) Act, 1883. 








—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
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[May 24.] Page 
Discussion :— 


Mr. Maurice Healy ... oes aa see eee eee -- 661 


Schedule 1 agreed to without a division. 


SCHEDULE 2. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 50, after line zl, add ‘Clonmel, Kilkenny, Wexford, Sligo, 
Drogheda.’ "—(Sir 7. Esmonde.) 


Discussion :-— 


Sir T. Esmonde,661,670, 671 Mr. P. O’Brien on oo (Gem 
Mr. Dillon... 663, 668 Mr. Clancy ... oe -. 81 
Mr. T. M. Healy .» 663 [The Chairman} ... -. 673 
Mr. Atkinson ... oe O67 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, 667, 671 


Amendment proposed to this Amendment— 
“At end of proposed Amendment add the words, ‘ Galway,’ ‘ Newry.’’” 
—(Mr. Clancy.) 

Discussion :-— 

Mr. Clancy... won es ove ove a ee -. 673 
Amendment to Amendment agreed to. 
Discussion :— 

Mr. Serjeant Hemphill vee eee eee eee ese w- 673 


Question put— 
* That the words ‘ Clonmel, Kilkenny, Wexford, Sligo, Drogheda, Galway, 
Newry,’ be there added.’ ” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 65; Noes 118. (Division List No. 
122.) 


Schedule 2 agreed to. 
SCHEDULE 3. 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 51, after line 16, insert ‘dogs.’”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy, 675,676, 677 Mr. Gerald Balfour ... -. 676 
Mr. Maurice Healy ... -» 677 
Amendment negatived. 
Schedule 3 agreed to. 
Schedule 4 (Election of County and District Councils and Guardians) 
and Schedule 5 (Irish Enactments subject to adaptation by Order 
in Council) were agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 56, line 4, at end, insert— 


“The compensation payab!e to any high corstable or collector of a barony, 
or to his deputy, duly appointed uncer section two hundred and forty-eight 
of the Grand Juries Act, 1836. shall be according to the following scale :— 
(4) If his service has not exceeded two grand jury half-years, one year’s net 
emoluments; (4) If his service has exceeded two g:and jury half-years, one:. 
years net emoluments, together with one quar.er of one year’s net emolu- 


> 








bi 
4 


atte les 


eS eee hee 


Dies ars 


ee 


eit 





xe TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
_ (lay 24.) 


ments for each grand jury half-year which he has served above the two first, 
but not exceeding in any case five years’ net emoluments; (-) The net 
emoluments shall be ascertained according to the average for the six grand 
jury half-years next before the summer assizes, 1898, or if the officer has 
served for less than that period, then for the period of his service; (d) The 
gross emoluments of a deputy shall not exceed the sum deoucted in respect 
thereof in ascertaining the net emoluments of the high constable or collector 
whose deputy he was; (¢) The expression ‘ grand jury half-year’ means the 
period between any assizes and the next aseize,”—(Mr. Gerald Balfcur.) 


Amendment to Amendment proposed— 


‘“« Line 7, leave out ‘ quarter’ and insert ‘ half,’” 

“Line 9, leave out ‘ five’ and insert ‘ ten.’ ” 

‘* And for the purposes of this schedule the net emoluments of a high 
constable or collector.or of a collector of a district shall be deemed to be the 
gross average annual pouudage received by him during the period aforesaid, 
after deducting therefrom the average annual salaries or poundage paid by 
him to his deputy or sub-collector during the same period.”—(Mr. J. H.W. 
Campbell.)... we sigh Ge wae aa eae eis BS 


DIscussIon :—: 


Mr. J. M. Campbell 679, 680 Mr. P. A. McHugh (Leitrim, 
Dr. Tanner (Cork Co. I: a : 681, 682, 

Mid). «- 680, 685 Colonel Sanderson sve 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 680, 681 Mr. Flynn : 


Mr. Collery (Sligo, M.) 


Question put. 

Amendment negatived. 

Schedule 7 added to the Bill. 

New Schedule proposed. 

Discussion :— 

Mr. T. M. Healy «os ‘686 Mr. Atkinson 

Schedule added to the Bill. 

Bill as amended ordered to be reported to the House. 

House resumed ; 21st June fixed for Report stage of the Bill. 
Question oN Motion ror ADJOURNMENT— 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That this House do now adjourn until Monday, 6th June "—(The 


Chancellor of the Exchequer) ae oak 

Sir C. Dilke (Gloucester- The Chancellor of the 
shire, Forest of Dean) Exchequer ...694, 695, 696, 
686, 694 Dr. Tanner ... oem wis 

Sir W. Wedderburn Mr. Robson (South Shields) 
(Banffshire) ... --- 686 696, 697, 
Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett The Secretary of State for 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 689 Colonies (Mr. Joseph 
Colonel Saunderson  ... 990 Chamberlain, Birmingham, 
Mr. Labouchere (North- WF.) 00 nee soe G07, 
ampton) ee eos 692 Mr. Lough Islington,W.) 699, 


Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at 12.25 until the 6th June. 
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LORDS : SATURDAY, 28TH MAY 1898. 


{xp1a (Accounts anp Estimates, 1898-9)—Explanatory memorandum by 
the Secretary of State for Tulle: ; Presented, by command, and ordered 
to lie on the Table ... 


TravE Reports, 1898—Formular series, Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on Trade and Finance:—No. 2104 Germany, Hamburg; No.’ 2105 
Greece, Ionian Islands ; Presented, by command, and ordered to lie on 
the Table... obtee at sae ass tn aie a wikis 


PotuinG Districts (West Ripinc oF THE County oF YorK)—Orders 
made by the County Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
constituting polling districts and polling places within the Riding ; 
ee before the House (pursuant to Act); and ordered to lie on the 
Table oes eee 


Tue Late Riegur Hon. W. E. Griapstone—House adjourned during 
pleasure in order to proceed to the Collegiate Church of St. Peter's, 
Westminster, to attend the funeral of the late Right Hon. William 
Ewart Gladstone . 


701 


701 


701 


702 


House Adjourned gt 12.45. 


COMMONS: SATURDAY, 28TH MAY 1898. 


FUNERAL oF THE Late Rigut Hon. W. E. GLrapstone—This being’ the 
day on which the House had resolved to attend the funeral of the Right 
Hon. William Ewart Gladstone in Westminster Abbey, Mr. Speaker 
and the Members assembled in the House, and proceeded thence through 
the Hall to Westminster Abbey, and there attended the funeral 


COMMONS: MONDAY, 6ru JUNE 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


East Ham Improvement Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Southwark and Vauxhall Water Bill—Queen’s consent signified ; read the 
third time, and passed eee ve eee * oes “ws 


Usk Valley Railway Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Foreign Bondholders Corporation Bill As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time * ane te 


London Building Act (1894) Amendment Bill.—As amended, considered ; 


to be read the third time 


London, Tilbury and Southend Railway Bill.— As amended, considered ; 
be read the third time = ee oe es wae 


Blackpool and Fleetwood Tramroad (Tramway Extensions Bill. [n.1.J— 
Read the second time, and committed nae —“- — 
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Great Northern and is we Bill—Read the second _ and 
committed 


Great North of Scotland icagasaiel Bill. LD L. J-Read the second on and 
committed 


London and South Western Railway Bill. ‘at £.. J—Read ¢ the second time, 
and committed : - aes 


Midland Railway oe ames Lines) Bill. tw L J—Read a the second — 


and committed 


Newhaven Harbour and Ouse Lower Navigation Bill. a or the 
second time, and committed ae - was nae 


Wirral Railway Bill. [1.1.]—Read the second time, and committed.. 


Sheringham and Beeston Protection Bill. ms as the second time, 
and committed ; 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders me sai Bill.—Read_ the 
third time, and passed ; ‘ me 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders - 8) 3 Bill—Read the 
third time, and passed 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time to-morrow i tie ae 2 


PETITIONS. 


Adulteration (Food ued Bill—In favour: From Wiltshire ; to lie 
upon the Table : “a ae 


Boilers Inspection and Seitaietanen (Nos. 1 and 2) iipacsttieea cat From 
Greenock ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ os ot 

East Inpia (Contagious Diseases)—Against State Regulation: From 
Bolton, Ashton-under-Lyne, and Clifton ; to lie upon the Table 


Executors (Scotland) anes Eill—In favour: From Greenock ; to 
lie upon the Table . — 


FEMALE SLavery IN ZANz1BAR—For abolition : From Clifton; to lie upon 
the Table 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—In favour : From Dumfries, 
Sanquhar, Grantully, and Brechin ; to lie upon the Table . 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—For alteration : From Walsall and Edinburgh ; 
to lie upon the Table ’ 


Local Government (Scotland) Act ones) 2 Amerdment Bill—In favour : 


From Fraserburgh ; to lie upon the Table 


Pocr Law Officers’ Superannuation (Scotland) ii aie: From 
Greenock ; to lie upon the Table .. oe owe wes ° 
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Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill—In favour: From Inverness, 
Greenock, and East Aberdeenshire ; to lie upon the Table siete oad 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Against : From Norwich ; 
to lie upon the Table. In favour: From Kendal, Walsall, Holyhead, 
Sunderland, Blackburn, Plumstead, Woolwich, Liverpool (2), Coventry 
(8), Eastgate, Southend (6), Hartlepool, Cheltenham, Wheal Frances, 
North Finchley, Battersea, Clapham, Preston (2), Deepdale, Barry, 
Freckleton, Lostock Hall, Darlington, Ledbury, Pinxton, Lemington-on- 
Tyne, Durham County, Colesford, Minster-in-Sheppey, Bradford, Hyson 
Green, Rotherhithe, Kimberley, Preston, Clifton, Guestling, Bayswater, 
Fairlight, Winchester, and Stepney ; to lie upon the Table _... eee 


SaLE or INToxiIcaTInG Liquors TO CHILDREN—For alteration of Law: 
From Bristul ; to lie upon the Table swe ie ae ov ale 


Summary Jurisdiction Act (1879) Amendment Bill—In favour: From the 
Association of School Boards — and Wales); to lie upon the 
Table se at a8 we awe nee vee eee od 


Superannuation (Metropolis) Bill—In favour: From Lewisham and 
Southwark ; to lie upon the Table stess mat Dag moi ee 


Vaccination Bill—Against: From Bristol ; to lie upon the Table. For 
alteration: From Wem ; to lie upon the Table ... _ eee me 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY Papers (Recess)—The following Papers presented by 
Command of Her Majesty during the Whitsuntide Recess, were delivered 
to the Librarian of the House of Commons during the Recess, pursuant 
to the Standing Order of the 14th August, 1896:— __... sae oe 


Trave Reports (AnNuaL Sertes)—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2104 to 2111 ves ee ove wes 


TrapE Reports (MtsceLLangous SertEs)—Copy of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 459... ce aor a 


East Inpia (Accounts anp Estimates, 1898-99)—Copy of E er 
Memorandum by the Secretary of State for India ae Be 


CotonraL Rerorts (ANNU i i of Report No. 229 (Gambia, Annual 
Report for 1897)... =e Se ane ee = See oR 


CotontaL Reports (MisceLLaneous)—Copy of Report No. 10 (Virgin 
Islands, Report on the condition of the Islands during 1897)... eee 


AGRICULTURAL Statistics (IRELAND)-—Copy presented of Agricultural 
Statistics of Ireland, with detailed Report on Agriculture, for the year 
1897 [by command]; to lie upon the Table. —... aes a < 


ARRESTS FOR DruNKENNEsS (IRELAND)— Return presented relative 
thereto (in continuation of = A enc Paper No. 88, of Session 1898) 
[ord+ red 5th May; Mr. William Tey, to lie upon the Table, and 


to be printed. (No. 219] . is eee ae ee ia 
County TreAsuRERS’ FEE ae eicicabasccinpicuia presented for the 
year ended 25th March, 1898 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table Ey 


RoyaL OBsERVATORY (EpinsurGH)—Copy presented of Eighth Annual 
Report of the Astronomer Royal for Scotland [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table a2 wes ois ia ose vee aos eee 
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CrortTers’ Houtprines (ScotLanp) Acts—Copy presented of Report of the 
.Crofters’ Commission, being for the year 1897 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table eee eee eee ove ove es eee ees 


NAVIGATION AND Suippinc—Copy presented of Annual Statement of 
Navigation and Shipping of the United Kingdom for the year 1897 [by 
Command}; to lie upon the Table ore an¢ ee ove sos 


Rue or THE Roap at SEA—Copy presented of Reports of a Committee 
appointed by the Board of Trade to consider (1) the lights and signals 
to be carried by fishing vessels ; (2) the expediency of requiring all ships 
to keep out of the way of steam fishing vessels; (3) the lights to be 

carried by steam pilot vessels. With Minutes of E vidence, appendix, 
and Index [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table see <— ue 


MeErcHANT SEAMEN’s Funp—Account presented of the Receipts and Ex- 
penditure under the Seaman’s Fund Winding-up Act from Ist January 
to 3lst December, 1897 [by ae sb to lie upon the Table, and te be 
printed. [No. 220.] pes : aa ses ‘en Ba es 


NationaL Portrait GALLEry—Copy presented of Forty-first Annual 
Report of the Trustees of the National Portrait Gallery (1898) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table oe ae : ae : 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887—Copy presented of Treasury Minute, dated 
20th May, 1898, granting a retired allowance under the Act to Mr. 
Francis H. Miller, late superintendent and victualling storekeeper at 
Deptford, under the Board of Admiralty [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table... oe ees ees aes eee ion re oe es 


Army (VoLuNTEER Corps)—Copy presented of Annual Return for the year 
1897 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ee “xs ath nae 


Army (Pay, Non-Errective Pay, anp ALLOWANCES) — Copy presented 
of List of Exceptions to the Army Regulations sanctioned during the 
year ended 31st March, 1898 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


GREENWICH HospitaL AND TRAVERS’ Founpation—Copy presented of 
Statement of the Estimated Income and Expenditure of Greenwich Hos- 
pital and of Travers’ Foundation for the year 1898-9 [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 221.]... ee ces a 


Turkey (No. 3, 1898)—Copy presented of further correspondence respecting 
affairs of Crete (in continuation of Turkey, Nos. 11 and 12, 1897) [by 
Command ] ; to lie upon the Table ae “as wes aa ae 


East Inp1a (Contacious Disgases) (No. 1, 1898)—Copy presented of 
Memorial addressed to the Secretary of State for India on the subject 
of the measures recently adopted for dealing with Contagious Disease in 
the Indian Army [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ose oes 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House—Charitable Endow- 
ments (London)—F urther Return relative thereto [ordered 2nd August, 
1894 ; Mr. Francis Stevenson] ; to be printed. [No. 222.] ... ove 


East Inpia (L o4n)—Committee to consider of authorising the Secretary of 
State for India in Council to raise money in the United Kingdom for 
the service of the Government of India, on the security of the Revenues 
of India (Queen’s Recommendation signified), to-morrow.—( Secretary 
Lord George Hamilton) ... eee eo one eas ial 
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QUESTIONS. 


Cuest MEAstREMENT OF ARMY ReEcRUITS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ue : 


Tue Bariinanincn DisturBANCE—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kil- 
kenny); Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) _... ‘ee ae a owe tas avo 


Autt-BritisH Route To THE Far East—Question, Sir G. Baden-Powell 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) ... are naa * 


Tue Lets_tre ScHooLMIsTREss—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) (for Mr. Gerald Balfour) ra ode aes ‘ 


ELectric Tramways AT BriguTon—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, 
Croydon) ... oes oe aes aoe a ‘ 


Arrest AT CanpriA OF SERVANT OF British ScpsEct—Question, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) ... 


Canp1Aa—Questions, Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District); Answers, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport) sede ee see aus nen “s 


. eee 


British EnTerPrisE IN NEw GuineAa—Questions, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, 
Mid), and Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ; Answers, The Secretary of State 
for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ee 


Steam TRAWLERS AND THE RULEs ,oFr . NAvIGATION—Question, Mr. 
Doughty (Great Grimsby); Answer, The President of the Board of 
Trade (Mr. C. 'T. Ritchie, Croydon) ods a 


Tue Benrinc SEA ARBITRATION—Question, Sir G. Baden-Powel! (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) oe are a 

Unitep States War REVENUE Bitt—Question, Sir G. Baden-Powell 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale); Answer, The Under Secretary of State’ for 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport)... Ae 

SeconpaRY Epucatron—Question, Mr. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.):... 

House or Commons News Room—Question, Mr. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) ... ree we via ee 


AGRICULTURAL Hotprincs Act—Question, Mr. Phillips (Pembroke) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) ... aes oa ae ees hes wae a at 

Lonpon WatEeR CompaNniEs—Questions, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland 
(Middlesex, Uxbridge); Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) =e ae we 


OrDER oF Pustic BusineEss—Question, Sir W. Harcourt (Monmouth, W.) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour,’ Man- 
chester, E.) ... wes ‘ee oe vas ene aa i eee 
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Finance Bill—Order for the Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 








‘*That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Lerve out from the word ‘that’ to the end of the question, in order to 
add the words ‘ That any readjustment of taxativn shoul: include a remission 
in favour of clergymen whose income is wholly or in part derived from tithe, 
and in whose case it can be shown that they are contributing more than their 


due share of local taxation.’ 


DEBATE :— 
Colonel Milward (War- 


*—( Colonel Milward.) 


Mr. Heywood Johnstone ( Sus- 


wick, Stratford -on- sex, Horsham) “e 
Avon) ... 743, 756, 778 The Chancellor of the Eo- 
Viscount Cranborne chequer (Sir M. Hicks 
(Rochester) 748, 760, 761 Beach, Bristol, W.), 767, 
Mr. Carvell Williams 769, 
754, 756 Sir W. V. Harcourt (Mon- 
Mr. Jebb (Cambridge mouth, W.)... ss 20 
University) ... 757 Commander Bethell (Yorks, 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, N) E.R., Holderness) .. 
759, 760, 761, 769 Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 
Major Rasch (Essex, Mr. More (Shropshire, Lud- 
Le SE 762 low)... aie sek a 
Colonel Williams (Dorset, Mr. J. G. Talbot (Oxford 
ere 763 University)... 
Mr. Robson( South Shields) 765 Mr. Labouchere( Northampton) 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.” 
The House divided :—Ayes 215 ; Noes 27.—(Division List No. 124.) 


DEBATE continued :— 
Sir Charles Dilke 
( Gloucestershire,Forest 
of Dean) ... 
The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer 782, 
800, 802, 804, 812, 831, 


Mr. Wanklyn (Bradford, 

Central) 785,786, 788, 
{ Mr. Speaker] 786, 791, 
Sir W. Harcourt 788,789, 


Dr. Tanner (Cork, Mid) 
Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) 


Mr. Broadhurst (Leices- 


Mr. T. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) 803, 804, 812, 


781, 782, 792 Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, 
z « 
792, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, 
N.E. an 
836, 839, 844 Mr. J. 4 Pease (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside) ... 821, 
789 Sir R. Penrose FitzGerald 
( Cambridge) 
798, 799, 801 Mr. J. Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 
824, 829, 
792, 793 Mr. S. Buxton (Tower Ham- 
797 lets, Poplar) oo an 
Captain Pretyman (Suffolk, 
797, 798, 799 Woodbridge) ‘ 
Sir J. Leng (Dundee) 
836 


ter) 799, 800, 801, 802, 


Motion agreed to. 


Bill read the Second Time, and committed for Thursday. 
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Canals Protection (London) Bill—Bill passed through Committee with a 
formal Amendment to clause 8... see ove oe ose See 


Registration of Firms Bill—Order for Second Reading read and discharged ; 
Bill withdrawn. 


Wild Birds Protection (Ireland) Bill—Read the second time and committed 
for Thursday see eee eee ees ose mes oom ie 


House adjourned at 12.10. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 7ru JUNE 1898. 


Mr. GLADSTONE (FUNERAL aND Monument)—The Comptroller of the 
Household read Her Majesty’s Gracious Answer to the humble Address 
of the 23rd May— 

‘TI have received your Address praying that I will be graciously pleased 
to give directions that the remains of the Right Honourable illiam 
Ewart Gladstone be interred at the public charge, and that a monument 
be erected in the Collegiate Church of St. Peter, Westminster, with an 
inscription expressive of the public admiration and attachment, and of the 
high sense entertained of his rare and splendid gifts and his devoted 
labours in Parliament and in great offices of State, and assuring me that 
you will make good the expenses attending the same; and I will give 
directions in accordance with your Address.” = one 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bacup Corporation Water Bill [1.1.]—Ordered to be read the second 
time .. coe eee eee see am eee ase eee eee 


Folkestone Water Bill [1.1.]—Ordered to be read the second time 
Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill [u.t.] 


—Ordered to be read the second time 
Hamilton Water Bill [1u.1.]—Ordered to be read the second time... 
Kettering Water Bill [1.1.]—Ordered to be read the second time ‘ 
Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway Bill [1.1.]—Mr. 


Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the Petition for ad- 
ditional Provision in the above Bill, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with. Ordered, that the Report be referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders 


Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas Bill—Read the third time, and passed 
Southampton Gas Bill—Queen’s consent signified ; Read the third time, 
and passed ore aaa vee ews ese cee 


Canals Protection (London) Bill—As amended, considered ; read the 
third time, and passed oes eee eee eee ove ove 


Turnchapel Wharves and Warehouses Bill—Read the third time, and 
passed = ies va mee 
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Giverpool and London and Globe Insurance Company Bill [u.t.] [Stamp 
DotieEs.] Resolved— 

**That this House will, To-morrow, resolve itself into a Committee to con- 

sider of authorising the imposition of certain —. Duties upon certain 

deeds or instruments under any Act of the present Session relating to the 


Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance Company (Queen’s Recommenda- 
tion signified).”—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Edinburgh Improvement Provisional Order Bill—Ordered to be read the 
second time to-morrow eu ‘ as Sea 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders dues eg Bill—Ordered to be read 


the second time to-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders naan ia Bill—Ordered to be read 


the second time to-morrow ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Cases Bill 
—Ordered to be read the second time to-morrow. : es 


Local Government Provisional Orders decua 8) Bill—Ordered to be read 
the second time to-morrow . eee eee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. y Bill—Ordered to be read 
the second time to-morrow we : as eee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Ordered to be read 
the sec ond time to-morrow eee ee eee eee 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill—Ordered to be read the second 
time to-morrow.. a ve wee ee a ‘ 


Zilotage Provisional Order Bill—Read the third time and passed ... 


PETITIONS. 
Access to Mountains er) Bill—Against: From Haddington: to 
lie upon the Table : rar owe as 


Adulteration (Food iagied Bill—In favour: From Faringdon ; to lie 
upon the Table na. aes ide oe 


Army Pensions—For weekly payment: From Knaresborough ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Bate, Ricnarp—-For inquiry into his case: From Falmouth; to lie upon 
the Table 


Building Feus and Leases (Seotland) Bill—Against : From Haddington ; 
to lie upon the Table oes eee ea vee 


CaTHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN eae : From Aberdeen and Elgin ; 
to lie upon the Table ; 


County Councillors (Qualification of eens) (Scotland) # Bill— Against : 
From Haddington ; to lie upon the Table hs ee 
Dogs — Bill—Against: From Dorking (2); to lie upon the 
Table.. “ns aes re PP eet eae iss on ies 
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East Jnpra (Contagious DisEasEs)—Against State Regulation: From 
Glasgow (3) and Kilwinning ; to lie upon the Table ove --- 848 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—In favour: From Haddington 
and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table... +43 we ve oo. 848 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—In favour : From Cowden- 
beath ; to lie upon the Table noe ne eek sce ns we. 849 


Ground Rents (Taxation by Local en: 9 favour: From 
Calstock ; to lieupon the Table... es wee ©6849 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—For alteration: From 
St. Saviour’s ; to lie upon the Table nes soe eae Ses ou. 


Local Government Act, 1894—For alteration of Law: From Calstock ; to 


lie upon the Table ... ose ° ae rere oe, O49 
Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill—In favour : 

From Inverurie, Elgin, and Govan ; to lie upon the Table ods ... 849 
Midwives’ ~paaaaiaaalen Bill—In favour : From Bovey Tracey ; to lie upon 

the Table... : : me wen ‘a aes =e aoa 
Mines (Eight a Bill—In favour : From Killamarsh ; to lie upon the 

Table . ws are wee ae «« 849 
Parish Churches ecciaa Bill—In favour : From Haddington ; to lie 

upon the Table oe : eee mes aoe --- 849 
Poor Law Officers’ iincaumnaailal poner Bill—In favour: From 

Haddington ; to lie upon the Table a ee ae soe 849 
Poor Law Settlement ania sashes ka From Haddington ; to 

lie upon the Table ... sie Wee oe sae \ O00 
Poor Law a Bill—In favour : From Haddington ; to lie upon the 

Table oe ; aa eas See eee “oe | ‘Son 
Private Bill Procedure , (Geotland) 1 Bill—In favour: From Tayport, 

Wick, Haddington, and Rutherglen; to lie upon the Table... soa ~ OOD 
Public Health Acts Amendment Bill—In favour: From Burnley and 

farrogate ; ; to lie upon the Table.. 3s re oa ce ws Ooo 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—In favour: From Acocks 
Green, Sudbury, Bracknell, Birmingham, Inverary, Beeding, Notting- 
ham, Upper Beeding, Ramsgate, Pateley Bridge, Steyning, Michaelston, 
Temple, Advent, Delabole, Endellion, St. Hilary, Hasletown, Penzance, 
Hellesveor, Sheffield, Bromyard (2), Leicester, Barking, Treligga, 
Preston (3), Fulwood, Kibworth, Radeliffe (2), Street, Somerton, 
Cardigan, Much Woolton, Talybont, Cherry Hinton, Swindon, Kinross, 
and Tooting ; to lie upon the Table aia ovr sie es ca OS 


Smaller Dwellings (Scotland) Bill—Against : From Association of Burgh 
Officials of Scotland and Haddington ; to lie upon the Table ... ose 850 


Succession (Scotland) Bill—For alteration : From Haddington ; to lie upon 
the Table... oa e oa eee an “88 — sc. S600 


Superannuation (Metropolis) Bill—For alteration: From St. Saviour’s ; 
to lie upon the Table = eas aes wie soe see o00 ON 
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Teinds and Fiars’ Prices Bill—In favour: From Haddington; to lie 
upon the Table oes — wee ‘ see ses ; ce 


Temperance Reform (Threefold Option) (Scotland) Bill—In favour : 


From Dundee ; to lie upon the Table a a ‘ ; 


Trusts (Scotland) Bill—In favour: From Haddington; to lie upon the 
Table evs ; a fa ee See ae xe 


Universities (Geotland) 1 Acts Amendment Bill—Against : From Harray ; 
to lie upon the Table nae a ee a ee ne 


Vaccination Bill—Against : From Ampthill and Orsett; to lie upon the 
Table oes oo ses ose was see eer ‘we 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy anp Army (Cost or Or e—diimeaga [presented 24th 
May ] to be printed. [No. 223.] . ove nn oor 


Houses oF PARLIAMENT (FREsCOES)—Copy presented of further Memo- 
randa by Professor Church, F.R.S., concerning the wall paintings in 
the Palace of Westminster [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Factory anp WorksHorp Acts (MANUFACTURE OF EARTHENWARE AND 
Cutna)—Copy presented of Special Rules with regard to the employ- 
ment of persons in the manufacture of earthenware and china [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table es 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT SECURITIES—Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 5th April; Mr. Hanbury] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 224.] nae oes aes “ss nee ae ii 


SinkinG Funps—Account presented of the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt, showing the amount received and applied in the 
year ended 31st March, 1898, in respect of the Old and New Sinking 
Funds [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 225.] 

IyprrtaL Derence Act, 1888—Account presented of all moneys issued 
from the Consolidated Fund, of sums borrowed, and of transactions in 
relation to sums so borrowed, up to 31st March, 1898, in pursuance of 
the Act [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 226.] 

Lonpon County Councit—Copy presented of Returns relating to i, 
Council up to 3lst March, 1898, with Estimates of Expenditure for the 
year ending 3lst March, 1899 [by aad to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No.227.] ... “ se ae 


Pustic Works Loan Sianeli presented of Twenty-third Annual 
Report (for 1897-8), with Appendices [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 228.]  ... vs vee ie 


EpucaTION DEPARTMENT (GENERAL REPOR saiaen presented of Gene ie 
Report to the Education Department by the Chief Inspector of the 
West Central Division [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 5 

Epvucation DrerartmMent—Copy presented of Minute of the Committee of 
Council on Education, dated 6th June, 1898 (1) rescinding the Minute 
of the 15th June, 1897 (providing for auditing of the accounts of the 
receipts and expenditure of schools receiving a share of the Aid Grant 
under the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897); and (2) modifying Article 

85 (d) of the Day “School Code, 1898 [by saris to lie upon the 

Table a ae ies nee oe ae 
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NEW WRIT. 
New Writ For THE County oF HEerRtForRD (EAsTERN OR HERTFORD 
Division)—In the room of Abel Smith, esquire, deceased (Sir William 
Walrond) ... ove eee ees vee ‘as oes ove .. 853 


NEW BILL. 


METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT Acts AMENDMENT BitL—To amend the 
Metropolis Management Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lough, 
Mr. Haldane, Captain Norton, Mr. Ellis Griffith, and Mr. John Burns ; 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 22nd June, and to be printed. [Bill No. 241] .- 853 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Prisons Bill—Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing Committee 
on Law, ete; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 
[No. 229]; Minutes of Proceedings to be printed [No. 229]; Bill, as 
amended by the Standing Committee, to be taken into consideration 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill No. 240]... one «- 854 


QUESTIONS. 


—_ THE Navy — Question, Sir E. Gourley (Sunderland) ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the einai: (Mr. G. J. Goschen, St. abitiaaite: s, Hanover 
Square) eas : ote aes ‘ . 854 


Income Tax AssESSMENTS— Question, Mr. Baird (Glasgow, isin 
Answer, The Chancellor of the pct at (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, 
W.)... oni ° eee = soe ae «- 855 


Cost OF THE CONSULAR eee nn Oe Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) 855 


Nonconrormist Pupit TEACHERS IN CuuRCH oF ENGLAND ScHOOLS— 
Question, Mr. Carvell Williams (Notts, Mansfield) ; Answer, The Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on Education (Sir John Gorst, 
Cambridge University) ... “és en Fae eee --- 856 


AVIEMORE AND INVERNESS RatLway.—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aber- 
deenshire, W.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr: 
C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) ... ats ae oa eee es «-- 8096 


Ucanpa RarLway—Question, Mr. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for ti Affairs wean G. N. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport) ... aes Re vi «oo BOT 


Keepers oF NorTHERN LigGuts—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Anstruther (St. Andrews, _—— asic the Lord 
Advocate, Mr. Graham Murray, Buteshire) oes eee ° -- 857 


Fawcett AssceciaTion—.Question, Mr. W. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the ited oe R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston)  .«.. ee se ee os : : eee -- 858 


PoLticE AND THE KitrusH NATIONALISTS — Question, Major Jameson 
(Clare, W.) ; Answer, The oe General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) ... ‘ see ose a. 808 
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InpIAN CuRRENCY ComMITTEE—Questions, Mr. Robinson Souttar (Dumfries- 
shire), and Mr. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, W.); Answer, The ‘cia 
of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing 


H. M. S. “Terrie ”—Question, Mr. Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, 
Shipley) ; Pag bt The First Lord of the ae osseith G. J. 
Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square)... a 


MANUFACTURE OF LuciFER Matcues—Questions, Mr. Tennant (Berwick- 
shire), Mr. Holland (Tower Hamlets, Bow), Mr. Provand (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars), Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney), Mr. MeArthur 
(Liverpool, Exchange) and Mr. Burns (Battersea); Answers, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. White nei 
Lancashire, Blackpool). [Mr. iioechert ee aoa es 


Sucar Bounty CoNFERENCE — Questions, Mr. O‘Kelly (Roscommon, 
North); Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies i J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) : aes a 


CEeYLon—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


Terry Fishery District—Question, Mr. Phillips (Pembroke) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) 


GUNNERY Practice at Mitrorp Haven—Question, Mr. Griffith Boscawen 
(Kent, Tonbridge); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) eee oes 


PostaL SERVANTS AND THE QUEEN’s BirtHpAy—Question, Mr. W. 
Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) .. 


Mavritivs Garrison — Question, Mr. A. O’Connor (Donegal, E.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) ... nr Ne — aes ve ‘il 


EmpLoyMent OF InpriaAn Troops OvrsipE Inp1A—Question, Mr. A. 
O’Connor (Donegal, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) wins on ‘ 


DeatuH oF Dr. Strcar—Question, Mr. Leuty (Leeds, E.) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord Geosge Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


St. GEORGE THE Martyr, SourHwarK—Question, Sir Charles Cameron 
(Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 


THE Royat ArtTILLERY—Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; peta 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford)... oom oa = eee ses slats oo sine 


DISCHARGED SoLtprers as CasuaL PaurEers—Questions, Mr. Ascroft 
(Oldham) and Mr. Burns (Battersea) ; Answers, The Under Secretary 
of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


THE Crew or THE “ Arroyo ”—Question, Mr. Robson (South Shields) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department a M. 
White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool)... ose eee a 


AGREEMENT WITH THE Unitep StateEs—Question, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) nee $s nar 
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Summary JuRisp1cTION Courts—Question, Mr. Giles (Cambridge, Wis- 
bech) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir 
M. White Ridley, Bristol, W.) : eae sen ne 


RusstaN Navat Construction—Questions, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; Answers, The First Lord of the faumaiiies — 
G. J. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square 


QUEEN’s SUZERAINTY OVER THE TRANSVAAL—Question, Sir E. Ashmead 
Bartlett (Sheffield, Eccesall) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.)... 


Wak OFrice DECENTRALISATION—Question, Mr. Brookfield (Sussex, Rye) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War gs St. John Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) . 5 ae a 


Leap Porsoninc IN ENGLISH PotTTERIEsS—Questions, Mr. Hedderwick 
(Wick Burghs) and Mr. Lambert (Devon, South Molton) ; Answers, 
The Secretary of State for the Home nw ated M. White Ridley, 
Lancashire, Blackpool) soe as a 


Tue Mvcurper or Yussur Yunan—Questions, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, 
Eye); Answers, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. 
G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) jee ios pe = 


Private Birt Procepure (ScotLanp) BiLt—Questions, Mr. Pirie (Aber- 
deen, N); Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury — A. J. cece 
Manchester, E.) : : 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


East Inp1A Loan—Considered in Committee. [Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cum- 
berland, Penrith), Chairman of W: - and Means, in the —! - 
the Committee) : 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


‘* That it is expedient to authorise the Secretary of State in Council for 
India to raise in the United Kingdom any sum or sums not exceeding ten 
millions sterling for the service of the Government of India on the security 
of the revenue of India, and to make provision in relation thereto.”—\The 
Secretary of State for India.) 


Discussion :— 


The Secretary of State Sir W. Wedderburn (Banff- 
Sor India(Lord George shire) — wees 
Hamilton, Middlesea, Sir J. Lubbock (London 
Ealing), 877,879,902, 905 University)... 

Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) SirM. M. Bhow naggree (Beth- 

879, 903, 905 nal Green, N.E.) 925, 928, 

Mr. S. Smith (Flintshire) Mr. A. Strauss (Cornwall, 

895, 902 Camborne) .. oo ame 

Sir H. Fowler — [ The Chairman] ; 
hampton, E.) .. 909 Mr. Duckworth (Lancashire, 

Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Herts. Middleton) .. 

St. Albans) ... os “O16 Mr. Harwood (Bolton) 939, 


Resolution agreed to ; to be reported on Thursday. 
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Amendment again proposed— 


Question proposed— 


Agreed to. 


Question proposed— 


Discussion :— 

Mr. Arnold Forster (Bel- 
fast, W.) 942, 943, 949, 
954, 961, 
The Under Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. W. 
St. John Brodrick, 

Surrey, Guildford), 
943, 947, 948, 954, 
Mr. Brookfield (Sussezx, 
Rye) ... 946, 947, 
Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, 

Leek) .. 

Sir J. Fergusson (Man- 
chester, N.E.) - 


Question put— 


Amendment proposed— 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Warner... 978, 
Mr. Brodrick ... 974, 


Question put— 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Warner 


Question put— 


Agreed to. 


eiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


*« That these words be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 121 ; 


‘* That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


‘* Leave out clause 3."—(Mr. Warner. 


‘“* That clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 


REsERVE Forces Bitt—Considered in Committee. Mr. Grant Lawson 


(Yorkshire, Thirsk) in the Chair. (In the Committee)... 


“Page 1, line 5, after the word ‘reserve,’ insert the words ‘ whose 
character on transfer to the Army Reserve is good.’”—(Mr. Warner). 


‘*That clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


General Russell ( Cheltenham) 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
(Stirling) ... 960, 961, 
Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) ... 
Major Jameson (Clare, W,) 
965, 
General Laurie (Pembroke, 
and Haverfordwest) an 
Commander Bethell ... 968, 


Mr. Warner (Stafford, Lich- 


Jield) 

Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, 
Ince) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) .. 


* That clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
Noes 46.—( Division List No. 125.) 


CLAUSE 2. 


« Page 2, line 4,leave out‘ one year’ and insert ‘two years,’ "—(Mr. Warner.) 


Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, 
Peckham) aoe — 





Page 


940 


958 
966 
963 
966 


966 
969 


969 


969 
971 


974 

















TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


[June 8.] Page 


Clause 4 agreed to. 
Bill reported as amended ; to be considered on Thursday. 
Inp1a Orrice (Store Depot) [Expenses ]—(In the Committee) ove 


Motion made and Question put— 
“That it is expedient to authorise the payment. out of the revenues of 

India, of the purchase money, compengation, and all expenses, which may 
become payable under any Act of the present Session to empower the Secre- 
tary of State in Council to purchase lands in connection with the Store 
Department of the India Office."—(The Secretary of State for India). 

Agreed to. 

Resolution to be reported on Thursday. 

House resumed. 

Sheriffs’ Tenure of Office Bill—Read the third time and passed 


Prisoners’ Personal Correction Prohibition Bill—Order for Second Read- 
ing read oes ase eee ove eee eee ~s oes 


Question put 
‘“*That the Bill be read a second time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 38 ; Noes 112.—(Division List No. 126.) 
School Board Voting Bill—Order for Second Reading read 


Motion made— 
‘* That the Bill be now read the second time.”—(Mr. Courtney.) 


DEBATE : — 
Mr. Courtney (Bodmin) Mr. J. Grant Lawson (Yorks, 
977, 978 N.R. Thirsk) 
The Secretary of State [Mr. Speaker] 


for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birming- 


ham, VV.) al ee (SUE 
Debate adjourned till Thursday. 
BELFAst Rrots—Question— 


Dr. Tanner (Cork Co., The Attorney General for 
Mid) ... mae jes 980 Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Lon- 
donderry, NV.) wee jee 


House adjourned at 12.2. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS : WEDNESDAY, 81TH JUNE 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


‘Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway Bill—Read the third time, 
and passed ... sen esi ae wae ete ta ae 


eee 


Torrington and Okehampton Railway Bill [u.1.]—Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments eee see soe eee : 
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Crystal Palace Company Bill—As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time ... ose ose a es ees ine aes oo 


Gainsborough Gas Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Great Eastern Railway (Pension) Bill—Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed— 


‘* That this Bill, as amended, be now considered.” 


Discussion :— 


Sir C. Dilke (Gloucester- Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, 
shire, Forest of Dean) 981 Brightside)... ae a 
[ Mr. Speaker | eee ove 


Debate adjourned ; to be resumed to-morrow. 


Midland Railway Bill [1.1.]—As amended, considered; Amendments 


made; Bill to be read the third time ee sibs 


Rhondda and Swansea Bay Railway Bill—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time : ae ‘ee 


Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance Company Bill [n.1.] [Stamp 
Duties ]—Considered in Committee [Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumber- 
land, Penrith), Cuairman or Ways anp Means, in the Chair]. (In 
the Committee) ve oF We 


Question put— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the imposition of the following 
stamp duties upon certain memorials under any Act of the present Session 
relating to the Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance Company, viz. 
For and upon the first memorial enrolled of the names of persons who shall 
be deemed held and taken to be trustees of the company, the sum of five 
pounds, and upon every other such memorial in which the name of any 
person shall for the first time be inserted as a trustee of the _— the 
sum of five pounds.” es a ata Net , es 


Agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 

London County Council (General = ga ee Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed .. a ~ ae ace 


Clacton-on- Sea Gas and Water aia ait Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed “ an ee ous ne 


Coventry Corporation Gas sla ils Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed... oe aie ws ees an os 
Maldon Water Bill. es Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed eee . eee i oes va sie ae 


Burnley Corporation nina etc.) Bill. teats Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed ies ; ee wa AS 


Bristol Tramways (Electrical Power, etc.) Bili. mn ted ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ... ee ove ove 


Bristol Tramways (Extensions) Bill Reporte Sis: to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed... ae ; ae wee sie ee 


Belfast Corporation (Hospitals) Bill. [u.1.]—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... : ea 
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Milford Docks Bill. i ies teins with ers eit to lie 
upon the Table : : * 


Tramways Order in Council (Ireland) siciedione and Lough Swilly Bill. 
Order [20th May], “That the Bill be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills,” read, and discharged ; Bill to be read a 
second time upon Monday next : 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
Edinburgh Improvement Provisional Order Bill——Read a second time and 
committed a : : ere os one eS 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders Oo. 11) Bill. —Read a second time, 


and committed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders - ” By —Read a second time, 


and committed 


Local Government Provisional Orders ‘ene of ee asses) Bill.— 
Read a second time, and committed eat 


Local Government Provisional Orders -_ 9 Bill.— Read a second time, 
and committed : aaa oe . wen os wee “ae 


Local Government Provisional Orders a a Bill.—Read a second bars 
and committed . ele : a rie = = 


Local Government Provisional Orders ie " Bill.—Read a second time, 
and committed . ae a ee a vos aa 
Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill—Read a second time, and 
committed = ae vee wae noe 2 me re 


PETITIONS. 
Adulteration (Food sieeve his Bill.—In favour: From Boxley ; to lie upon 
the Table nee a oes ses 
Army PEensions—For weekly payment : From Yeovil ; to lie upon the Table 


Attendance of Children at School ieee Bill.—In favour: From 
Paisley ; to lie upon the Table ‘ Ss me 


County Councillors (Qualification of Women) (eotlnd) Bill.—In favour : 
From Partick ; to lie upon the Table : s 


Dogs Regulation Bill.—Against : From Dover ; to lie upon the Table 


East Inpia (ContaGious DiseasEs)—Against State Regulation: From 
Bath (4), Clifton, and Chipping Norton ; to lie upon the Table... 


Licensinc—For alteration of Law: From Richmond West ; to lie upon the 
Table 


Local Government iene Act 1894) Amendment Bill.—In favour : 


From Paisley and Keith ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Merchant Shipping Act (1894) Amendment Bill.—In favour: From West 
Hartlepool; to lie upon the Table eee ove eee 


Parish Churches ammeetia Bill.— Against : From Eatabunghs to lie upon 
the Table oP see wae see ose 
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Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill—In favour: 


From Denny and 
Paisley ; to lie upon the Table 


Public Health Acts Amendment Bill.—In favour : From Brighton, Swindon, 
Tittenhall, Wisbech, Durlaston, Croydon, Congleton, and Dudley ; to 
lie upon the Table ... 2 ate aes os ; 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill.—In favour: From Bristol, 
Richmond, Wragby, Hanley (2), Newburn, Walsham-le-Willows, 
Nelson, Everton, Melmerby, Wimborne, Benfieldside, Croydon, Buckie, 
Workington, Ebchester, Durham, Kington, and Boston ; to lie upon 
the Table... ae es ee 


Superannuation setae es Bill ae From Battersea; to lie upon 
the Table ae bee ee Bee 


Temperance Reform (rhreefola Option) eatin) Bill.—In favour : 
Paisley and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table wa 


From 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Post Orrice (Pay or Sorters, TELEGRAPHISTS, AND SortTING CLERKS 
AND TELEGRAPHISTS, Erc.)—Return presented relative thereto [ordered 
16th March ; Mr. Provand] ; to lie upon the Table 


GRAND JuRY OFFICERS (IRELAND.)—Return presented relative 
[ordered 24th March ; Mr. Engledew] ; to lie upon the Table... 


Trade (Foreign Countries and British Possessions)—Copy presented of 
Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions for 1897 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table ove : ° eve 


thereto 


Pusiic Petitions ComMITTEE—Sixth — amare up, and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed .. eee - eee - 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
Poor Law Unions. Association Bill—As amended (by the Standing 


Committee), considered. Bill read the third time, and passed ... 


Societies’ Borrowing Powers Bill—Considered in Committee. |Mr.J. W. 
LowtHer (Cumberland, Penrith), Chairman of Ways and Means, in the 
Chair.] (ln the Committee) 


Bill passed without Amendment. 
House resumed. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 

Pharmacy Acts Amendment Bill—Considered in Committee. [Mr. J. W. 
LowTHeER (Cumberland, Penrith), Chairman of Ways and Means, in the 
Chair.] (In the Committee) 

Question put— 

‘*That clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
Agreed to. 
Question put— 


“That clause 2 stand part of the Bill. 
Agreed to. 
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Question put— 
“That clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 1, line 22, after ‘ thereof,’ add—“ one third of the total number of 
the members of the council shall consist of Chemists and Druggists who are 
associates of the Society.’ ”—(Mr. Yoxall.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, 
W.) wee --» 990, 991 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Brookfield (Sussex, Rye) 


Clause 3 agreed to. 
Clauses 4, 5, 6, 7,8, and schedule, agreed to. 


The following Amendment stood on the Paper— 


“Insert the following clause—‘ That nothing in this Act norin the Act 
to regulate the sale of poisons, 31 and 32 Vict., c. 121, entitled the Pharmacy 
Act, 1868, shall apply to or interfere with the business of persons who are en- 
gaged in the sale, distribution, or manufacture of insecticides, destroyers of 
vermin, or disease germs in'plants, of ant destroyers, of preparation for the 
prevention of disease in potatoes, grain, or other field or garden crops, or for 
the preservation and protection of plants from disease in enhouses or in 
the open air, or for other such or similar purposes, or of sheep dips or wool 
dressings or other articles used for such purposes.”—(Mr. Alexander Cross.) 


Discussion :— 


Dr. Clark, 992, 993, 995, 999 Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock 


Mr. Channing (North- Burghs) ... vee see 

ampton, E.) ... we 8 Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- 
The Chairman ... woe 994 shire, W.) ... oon aie 
Sir F. S. Powell «oe 905 The Secretary to the Local 
Mr. Brookfield ... --- 996 Government Board (Mr. T. 
Mr. Burns (Battersea)... 996 W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) ... 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 

House resumed. 

Bill reported without Amendment. 
On the motion for the third reading— 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Burns ee «eo 1000 Mr. Brookfield ae ws 
Bill read a third time. 


. 


On Clause 1, Amendment proposed— 


** At end, add— ‘And when a district council propose to exercise such 
powers, the parish council, or, if there is no parish council, the parish meet- 
ing, of any parish wholly or partly situate in any such contributory places 
shall have consented thereto.’”—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Discussion :-— 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) —«. sien ows eve ove o one oes 
Amendment agreed to. 
Question put—- 
“That the clause as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
Agreed to. 
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Question put— 
** That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 
Agreed to. 
New Cuavse. 
‘**That the Act shall not apply to Scotland or Ireland.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mr. Parker Smith (Lanark, 
Mid) 1001, 1002, 1004, Partick)... --- 1005, 1010 
1006, 1008, 1010 Mr. Channing -» 1006 
Mr. Hanbury ... -- 1002 Mr. Broadhurst (Lei eice pester)... 1009 
Dr. Clark... 1002, 1004 The Chancellor of the Ex- 
Mr. Grant Lawson chequer (Sir M. H. Beach, 
(York, N.R., Thirsk) Bristol, W.) .-- 1009, 1010 
1003, 1004, 1008, 1009 Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) .. 1010 
Question put— 
“ That the clause be read a second time.” 
House divided :—Ayes 72 ; Noes 50.—(Division List No. 127). 
Clause added to Bill. 
Bill reported as amended ; to be considered upon Wednesday next. 
House resumed. 
Working Men’s Dwellings Bill—Order for Second Reading read . 1010 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘* That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Colonel Sir H. Vincent.) 101] 
Discussion :— 
Colonel Sir. H. Vincent Sir A. Hickman (Wolver- 
(Sheffield, Central) ... 1011 hampton, VW.) --- 1016, 1019 
Amendment proposed— 
** Leave out from the word ‘ that’ to the end of the question, in order to 
add the words ‘That in any Measure for facilitating the acquisition of dwellings 
f. r the working class by the use of public money, the freehold should be vested 
in public bodies and not ia the individual,’’”—(Mr. Me Kenna.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. McKenna (Mon- Mr. A. Thomas vere 
mouth, N.) «+. ..- 1019 EB.) « aa 1023 
‘Question proposed— 
‘¢ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.” 
Discussion :— il 
Sir A. K. Rollit (Isling- Sir A. Hickman ... 1046, 1057 
ton, S.) ah 1024, 1025 Mr.T.W. Russell, 1047, 1048, 1051 
Mr. McKenna ... see 1025 Mr. W. Allan (Gateshead) ... 1048 
Mr. Burns, 1027, 1028, Mr. Asquith ... --- 1051, 1053 
1033, 1035, 1038, 1054 Mr. Galloway (Manchester, 
Colonel Sir Howard S.W.) .»- 1053, 1054, 1055 
Vincent, 1028, 1033, 1035 Mr. Fenwick ... 1056, 1057, 1062 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Mr. Tomlinson (Preston), 
Ham, N.), 1036, 1037, 1061, 1062 
1038, 1045 Mr. Broadhurst -« 1062 
Mr. J. Samuel (Stockton) 
1036, 1041, 1045, 1046, 1054 
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Motion made— 
“That the Question be now put.”—(Mr. A. Hickman.) 


[June 9.] Page 


Mr. Warner (Stafford, Lichfield) . 1066 
Motion made— 
‘* That the Question be now put.” —-(Colunel Sir H. Vincent) . 1070 


Question put— 
The House divided :—Ayes 174; Noes 88.—(Division List No. 128.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.” ... 1071 


Question put :— 

The House divided :—Ayes 181 ; Noes 82.—(Division List No. 129.) 
Main Question put and agreed to. 

Bill read the second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That the Bill be committed to a Select Committee.”—(Culonel Sir 


HT, Vincent) Be és uae ie ‘ 1075 
And it being after Half-past Five of the Clock, and objection being 
taken to further proceeding, 
The Debate stood adjourned ; to be resumed upon Wednesday next. 
OrDER OF BusINEss— 
The First Lord of the Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S.) eee 1075 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, 
een ous we» 1075 
BeELFast Rrots—Question :— 
Sir W. Lawson (Cumber- Dr. Tanner - 1076 


land, Cockermouth) ... 1076 
The Attorney General for 

Ireland (Mr, J. Atkin- 

son, Londonderry, N.) 1076 


The House adjourned at 5.55. 


LORDS : THURSDAY, 9Ttn JUNE 1898. 


Peers Sat Frrst—The Ear! Innes (D. Roxburgh)—Sat first in Parliament 
after the death of his father. The Earl of Bradford—Sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father... : Be 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :—Carmarthen Improvement ; Mumbles Railway 
and Pier; Wigan Corporation; Gloucester Gas ; Great Eastern Railway 


. 1077 
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Company and Midland and Great Northern Railways Joint Com- 
mittee ; Ilford Improvement; Llanelly and Pontardulais Railway ; 
also the Certificate that no further Standing Orders are applicable to 
the following Bill :—Cranbrook District Water. And also the Certificate 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with :—Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8.) [i.1.] 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


eee eee eee eee 


Forres Water Bill [1.1.]—A petition of the Marquess of Bute and Earl of 
Dumfries, praying to be heard on the petition of owners, etc., of lands, 
mills, distilleries, manufactories, ete., on the Black Burn and River 
Lossie, praying to be heard against the Bill (deposited on the 7th March 
last), and on the petition of owners, etc., of lands, mills, distilleries, 
manufactories, etc., on the Black Burn and River Lossie, praying to be 
heard against the additional provision to the said Bill (deposited « on the 
20th May last) as if he had signed the same; Read, and ordered as 
prayed, the agents for the Bill consenting thereto 


Holmes’s Patent Bill - i.  Aclaaiae ial Amendments 
agreed to... eee nee 


considered, and 


Portsmouth einai Tramways Bill [w.1.|—The Chairman of Com- 
mittees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn ; the Order made on the 28th of February last discharged : and 
Bill committed 


eee eee eee 


Metropolitan Railway Bill—Read the second time, and committed ; the 


Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 
Nottingham Corporation Bill—Read the second time, and committed 
Walker’s Estate Bill [1.1.]—Read the second time... _ 


Saint Thomas, Southwark, and Saint Saviour, Southwark, Bill bas L -— 
Read the third time; Passed, and sent to the Commons F 


Caledonian Railway Bill [n. ee the third time; Passed, and sent 
to the Commons... eee eee eee “an eee o5 


Wath-upon-Dearne Urban District Council - %. indeed the third time; 
Passed, and sent to the Commons ... , oss ae i ate 


Dover Harbour Bill [u.1. ‘ cwan the third time ; Passed, and sent to the 
Commons... o eee eee oss oes won wie ove 


Paisley Corporation (Loans) Bill—Read the third time ; Passed, and sent 
to the Commons _... eee ans ees owe see oe 


London, Walthamstow and Epping Forest Railway Bill—Read the third 
time, with the Amendments ; further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons eee a see dae : 


London County Council (Acton Sewage) Bill—Standing Order No. 93 con- 
sidered (according to Order), and dispensed with, with respect to a 
petition of the Vestry of Chelsea; Leave given to present the said 
petition eee eee eee ee 


Dublin Port and Docks Bill—Brought from the Commons; Read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners 





Brought from the Commons ; Read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners woe wei ame 
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Great Western Railway (New Works) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners 3S .. 1080 


Kew Bridge and Approaches Bill—Brought from the Commons; Read 
the first time, and referred to the Examiners via eae BAS .-- L080 


Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway Bill—Brought from the Com- 
mons; Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners on ..- LO8O 


Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas Bill—Brouglit from the Commons ; Read 
the first time, and referred to the Examiners sie ie ae --- 1080 


Southampton Gas Bill—Brought from the Commons ; Read the first time, 
and referred to the Examiners... ta sats sate ies vs 1060 


Southwark and Vauxhall Water Bill—Brought from the Commons; Read 
the first time, and referred to the Examiners... mets wae ... 1080 


Turnchapel Wharves and Warehouses Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners seu ame soe 106T 


Usk Valley Railway Bill—Brought from the Commons; Read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners aie Sie ae -«« LOGE 


Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to aie sae is bee eee ‘ei oie sos 2081 


Bakewell Gas Bill [1.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with an 
Amendment : The said Amendment considered, and agreed to ... --- 1081 


Torrington and Okehampton Railway Bill <ee: Jiciniadle from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments ... cow 1061 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders shaitg ~ Bill te. Le ings be read the 


second time to-morrow sae 1081 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation ania Bill 
[u.L.]—Committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection... as es 2a ne ae = aoe ..- LOSI 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 
[u.L.]|—Committed to a Committee of the whole House on Monday next 1082 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [u.v. .— eee the Committee to be 


proposed by the Committee of Selection ... ‘ sas i“ --- 1082 
Gas Orders Confirmation dasa ®) Bill ssliie lbumaanentaneti to a Committee 

of the whole House. ; = ae ae --- 1082 
Tramways Orders Confirmation — 2) Bill = ,, }—Committd to a Com- 

mittee of the whole House . Sins --- 1082 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [u.1.]—Committed; the Com- 

mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection... oe -«- 1082 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [u.1.]—Committed ; the 

Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection eee --» 1082 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [u.1.]—Committed ; the 

Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection one --- 1082 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. "* Bill = L. iia ti to a 


Committee of the whole House . 1082 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.t.]—House in Committee (accord- 

ing to Order); Amendments made; Standing Committee negatived ; 

the Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow... eee ++» 1083 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Read the second time 

(according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the whole House 

To-morrow : Ars - 1083 


Commons Regulation (Wolstanton Marsh) Provisional Order Bill—Read 
the second time (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House To-morrow 


Tramways Orders Confirmation ani ” Bill [n. L Ptenaalt the second time 
(according to Order) ° = oi 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Brought from Com- 
mons ; afterwards read the first time; to be printed; and referred to 
the Examiners. |No. 86.]... 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Brought from the Com- 
mons ; afterwards read the first time; to be printed and referred to 
the Examiners. [No. 87.]... 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill—Brought from Commons ; afterwards 
read the first time ; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. [No. 


88.] 1083 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Brought from 

Commons ; afterwards read the first time ; to be printed ; and referred 

to the Examiners. [No. 89.] 1084 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Brought 

from Commons; afterwards read the first time; to be printed; and 

referred to the Examiners. [No. 90.] . 1084 
Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill—Brought from Commons ; 

afterwards read the first time; to be printed; and referred to the 

Examiners. (No. 91.) --- 1084 
Pilotage Provisional Order Bill—Brought from Commons ; afterwards read 

the first time ; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. [No. 92.] 1084 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following 
Papers having been commanded to be presented to this House by Her 
Majesty, had been so presented on the following dates by delivery to the 
Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant to Order of the House of the 17th 
February, 1896—namely :— 

Cotonies (ANNUAL)—No. 229. Gambia: Annual Report for 1897. (May 

27.) ..» 1084 
CoLonies (MisceLy eT 10. Virgin Islands: Report for 1897. 

(June 1. ) aes i wh zouk 1084 
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. 1088 


- 1083 
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TrapvE Reports, 1898—Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on Trade and Finance :—No. 2106, Portugal (Chinde) ; No. 2108, China 
(Shamshui) ; No. 2109, Japan; No. 2110, Spain (Barcelona) ; No. 
2111, Turkey (Salonica). (June 2.) ... we o> one bie 


NAVIGATION AND Surppinc—Annual Statement for the year 1897 (June 3) 


TrapE Reports, 1898—Miscellaneous Series: Reports on Subjects of 
General and Commercial Interest :—No. 459, Report on the Congo 
Independent State. (June 6.) ... ove ove ove ove ove 


NATIONAL Portrait GALLERY—Forty-first Annual Report of the Trustees 
(1898) vee wie es eee ote eee 100 a vee 


RoyaL Osservatory (EpinspurGH) — Seventh Annual Report of the 
Astronomer-Royal for Scotland ... eee eee ove 


Inpia (Contacious DisEasEs), No. 1, 1898—Memorial addressed to the 
Secretary of State for India on the subject of the Measures recently 
adopted for dealing with contagious disease in the Indian Army ove 


Turkey (1898), No. 3.—Further correspondence respecting the affairs of 
Crete (in continuation of Turkey, Nos. 11 and 12) (1897) see eee 


County Treasurers (FEE Funp) (IrELanp) — Accounts for the year 


ended 25th March, 1898 ... tes a ah we ost a 
AGRICULTURAL Statistics (IRELAND) — Agricultural Statistics; with 
detailed report for the year 1897 ... kale es nee oe Bee 


Army (VOLUNTEER Corrs)—Annual Return for the year 1897 


Army (Pay)—List of Exceptions to Army Regulations as to Pay, Non- 
effective Pay, and allowances sanctioned during the year ended 31st 
March, 1898 on ee re hte sae ena ae ase 


Crorrers’ Hotpines (Scottanp) Acts, 1886-87—Report by Crofters’ 
Commission, being for the year ended 31st December, 1897 (June 7) 


RuLE oF THE Roap at Sea—Reports of a Committee appointed by the 
Board of Trade to consider—1l. The lights and signals to be carried by 
fishing vessels ; 2. The expediency of requiring all ships to keep out of 
the way of steam fishing vessels ; 3. The lights to be carried by steam 
pilot vessels ; with minutes of evidence, appendix, and index (June 8). 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Foreign Jurispiction Act, 1890—Order in Council of the 19th May, 
1898, regulating the Coinage of the British East Africa Protectorate 


CoLoniaAL Propates Act, 1892—Order in Council of the 19th May, 1898, 
applying the Colonial Probates Act, 1892, to the Island of St. Vincent 


INTERNATIONAL Copyricut Acts, 1844 To 1886—Order in Council of the 
19th May, 1898, extending to the Republic of Hayti the provisions of 
the Order in Council of 7th Mareh, 1898, which gives effect to the 
additional Act to the Berne Convention respecting copyright 


Weicgutrs aNp Measures Act, 1878, AND WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 
(Merric System) Act, 1897—Two Orders in Council of the 19th May, 
1898—1. Approving new denominations of metric standards; and 2. 
Making a table of metric equivalents in substitution for the table in 
Part I. of the Third Schedule to the “ Weights and Measures Act, 
1878 ” 
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MeErcuant Supping Act, 1894.—Order in Council of the 19th May, 1898, 
applying section 238 of thé Merchant — Act, 1894 = oreign 
Deserters), in the case of Japan ... os 


Supreme Court oF JupIcATURE AMENDMENT Act, 1875—Order in 
Council of 19th May, 1898, amending the Order in Council of 28th 
July, 1893, so far as it relates to the Summer Assizes on the North 
and South Wales Circuits... ans eee “= nee 


Factory AND WorksHorp Acts (MANUFACTURE OF EARTHENWARE AND 
Curna)—Special rules with regard to the employment of persons in the 
manufacture of earthenware and china eee aie 


Mercuant Seamen’s Funp—Account of the Receipts and Expenditure 
under the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up Act, for 1897.. ‘ ca 


GREENWICH HospiTaL AND TRAVERS’ FounpDATION—Statement of the 
Estimated Income and Expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and of 
Travers’ Foundation for 1898-99 ... a nie ae ue 


ImpeRIAL Derence Act, 1888—Account of all Moneys issued from Con- 
solidated Fund, of sums borrowed, and of transactions in relation to 
sums so borrowed, up to 3lst March, 1898, in pursuance of the Imperial 
Defence Act, 1888 ... aes oa ote ves ea 


Lonpon County Councit—Returns relating to the Council up to 31st 
March, 1898, with estimate of Expenditure for the year ending 31st 
March, 1899.. oe 

SUPERANNU sialon iaaiaae Minute, dated 20th May, 1898, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. Francis H. Miller, late Superintendent and 
Victualling Storekeeper at Deptford, under the Board of Admiralty, 
under section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 1887. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie upon the Table 

UNIVERSITIES OF OxForRD AND CamBriIpGE Act, 1877—Statutes made 
by governing bodies of the following—(1) Magdalen College, Oxford, 
on Ist February, 1898, amending statutes; (2) Downing College, 
Cambridge, on 26th February, 1898, altering Statute VI. “of the 
Fellows,” of the Statutes of the College. Laid before the House (pur- 


suant to Act), and to be printed [No. 79] eae 
Epvucation (ScorLanp)—General — by Chief Inspectors, for 1897 
of Southern Division =n e ous An Nir os 


Epvucation—I. Minute of Committee of Council on Edueation, of the 6th 
June, 1898—1. Rescinding the Minute of the 15th June, 1897 (provid- 
ing for the auditing of the accounts of the receipts and expenditure of 
Schools receiving a share of the Aid Grant under the Voluntary Schools 
Act, 1897); 2. Modifying Article 85 (d) of the Day School Code, 1898. 
II. West Central Division: General Report for the year 1897... 

TRADE Reports, 1898—Annual Series : Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on Trade and Finance: No. 2107, oe —, ; No. 2113, Italy 
(Sardinia) ; No. 2114, Montenegro ‘ ‘ : 


TrapE—Annual Statement of Trade of United Seteisiine with ‘Hee 
Countries and British Possessions for 1897, compared with the four pre- 
ceding years... ove ove eee vee a oes eee 

Boarp or AGricuLTURE—Agricultural Returns for Great Britain, showing 

the acreage and produce of crops, prices of corn, with agricultural 

statistics for the United Kingdom, British Possessions, and Foreign 

Countries... ve _ ae ove hon owe ° 
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Houses OF PARLIAMENT (FREsCOES)—Further memoranda by Professor 
Church, F.R.S., concerning the wall paintings in the Palace of West- 
minster (in continuation of Parliamentary Papers [C.-7651.] and 
[C.-8054 ] a Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ve ie ove eee “a ae pa ewe .-» 1090 
PETITION. 
InroxicaTInG Liquors—Petition against the sale of, on Sundays ; of Meet- 
ing at Chorlton-cum-Hardy ; Read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... 1090 
NEW BILLS. 
Sea Fisheries Bill [u.1.]—‘* To amend the Law relating to Sea Fisheries ”; 
presented by the Lord Heneage ; read the first time; to be printed ; 
and to be read second time on Monday, the 20th instant [No. 80] - 1090 
Canals Protection (London) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; afterwards 
read the first time ; to be printed ; and to be read the second time on 
Monday next.—( The Viscount Knutsford) [No. 81] . 1090 
Pharmacy Acts Amendment Bill—Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time, and to be printed [No. 82] oe ove -- 1090 
Poor Law Unions’ Association Bill—Brought from Commons ; afterwards 
read the first time, and to be printed [No. 83] a . 109] 
Sheriffs’ Tenure of Office (Scotland) Bill—Brought from Commons; after- 
wards read the first time; to be printed ; and to be read the second 
time on Tuesday next.—( The Lord Balfour) [No. 84] . 1091 
Societies’ Borrowing Powers Bill—Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time; to be printed; and to be read the second time on 
Tuesday next.—( The Lord Plunket) [No. 85].. . 1091 
House adjourned at 4.40. 
COMMONS: THURSDAY, 91tu JUNE 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Clontarf and Hill of Howth Tramroad Bill (a. L. ita acit That the Bill 
be read the second time 1091 
Halifax Corporation Bill it ible That the Bill be read the 
second time .. aoe Ses a ane 22 at --- 1091 
Tynemouth deepen Water Bill (x. — —Ordered, That the Bill be read 
the second time ° - 1092 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
Local Government Provisional Order (No. me Bill—Ordered, That the Bill 
be read the second time To-morrow 1092 
Commons Regulation (Runcorn) Provisional Order Bill — Ordered, 
That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow . 1092 
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London and North Western Railway Bill [.1.]—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the above Bill, originating in the Lords, and 
referred on the first reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into, and which are applicable thereto, have not been complied 
with. Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders ... 


Foreign Bondholders’ Corporation Bill—Read the third time, and passed ... 
London ee Act  rvas mee Bill—Read the third re and 


passed 


London, Tilbury and Southend d Ratlway Bill—Read the third mn and 
passed eee ee 


Bombay, Baroda and Central India heat: Company Bill Db i (No 


amended |, considered ; to be read the third time.. 


Matlock Urban District Council Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time Sat 


Gas Light and Coke neient Bill 


Amendment proposed— 


* Add the following clause— 


“*(1) The conversions of stock by this Act authorised shall not take effect 
unless and until the company shall have reduced the price of gas sold by 
them to 2s. 6d. per 1,000 cubicfeet. (2) It shall not be lawful for the Com- 
pany to raise the price so reduced unless by order of the Board of Trade, 
and to the extent allowed by such order. (3) The Board of Trade shall not 
make any such order unless they are satisfied, after an inquiry at which the 
London County Council, the Corporation of the City of London, and any 
vestry or district board of works within the company’s area of supply shall 
be entitled to be heard, that some exceptional circumstances have arisen 
making it reasonably necessary that the increase of price asked for by the 
company shall be made. Any such order shall remain in force for such 
period only as may be specified in such order.”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) ... 


DEBATE :— 


Mr. Pickersgill apnea Mr. Pacy Moon (St. 
Green, S.W.)... -- 1093 Pancras, N.) 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton)... 1099 The President of The Local 
Mr. Johnson Fergusson Government Board (Mr. 
(Leicester, Lough- C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 
borough.) - 1100 Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ... 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E. ) 1104 Mr. Burns (Battersea) 1115, 
Sir J. Pease (Durham, Sir J. B. Maple (Camberwell, 
Barnard Castle) eo. 1106 Dulwich) ... sucr REET, 
Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) ee --- 1108 


Motion made, and Question put— 

‘That the clause be read the second time.” 
The House divided :—Ayes 109 ; Noes 214.—(Division List No. 130.) 
Bill ordered to be read a third time. 


Great Eastern Railway (Pensions) Bill—Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question (8th June)... eee ove ove eee ee 
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Motion made— 
‘* That the Bill, as amended, be now considered.” 
DEBATE :— 

Sir Charles Dilke (Glow. Mr. Burns 1134, 1135, 1137, 
cestershire, Forest of 1138 
Dean) 1121, 1127 Sir J. Maclure (Lanes, 

Mr. Maddison ( Sheffield, Stretford) .. om .-- 1138 
Brightside) 1122, 1127, Mr. Speaker ... --- 1138 

1130 Mr. J. Penn (Lewisham.) --- 1138 

Mr. Ernest Gray (West Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.)... 1140 

Ham, N.) 1127, 1128, Mr. Channing Northampion- 
1130, 1135, 1137 shire, E.) . .- 1140 


Question put— 
“That the Bill as amended be now considered.” 
The House divided :—Ayes 269 ; Noes 94.—(Division List No. 131.) 


Bill ordered to be read third time. 


Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance Company Bill. 


[H.L.] 


[STAMP DUTIES. ] 


Resolution reported— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the imposition of the following stamp 
duties upon certain memorials under any Act of the present Session 
relating to the Liverpool and London and Giobe Insurance Company, viz.: 
For an ow the first memorial enrolled of the names of persons who shall 
be deemed held and taken to be trustees of the company, the sum of five 
pounds, and upon every other such memorial in which the name of any 
person shall for the first time be inserted as a trustee of the company, the 
sum of five pounds.” 


Resolution agreed to— 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Liverpool 
and London and Globe Insurance Company Bill [u.1.], that they 
have power to make provision therein pursuant to the said Resolution 1145 


Middlesex County Council Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills; Report to lie _ the Table, 
and to be printed ; eae cee “ae os - 1145 


PETITIONS. 


Chairmen of Parish Councils ——— Bill—In favour : 
to lie upon the Table : oa zon 


From Aberdeen ; 


- 1145 


County Councillors’ (Qualification of Women) se tt es Bill—In favour : 
From Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table 


- 1145 
Dogs Regulation Bill—For alteration : From Aberdeen ; to lie upon the Table 1145 


From 


ee 
From Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table 1146 


East India (Contagious 1 alata State Regulation : 
London ; to lie upon the Table oe eae oe : 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—In favour : 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill—In favour: 
From the British Medical Association ; to lie upon the Table -» 1146 
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upon the Table eee a ae oes ves ere seid os, VES 
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Temperance Reform (Threefold Option) any F Bill—In favour: From 


Dunfermline ; to lie upon the Table ooo Eee 


Trusts (Scotland) Bill—In favour : From Aberdeen ; to lie upon the Table 1147 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Post Orrice (Pay OF Sorters, TELEGRAPHISTS, AND SORTING CLERKS 
AND TELEGRAPHISTS, Erc.)—Return, [presented 8th June] to be 
printed [No. 230] ove eee ose _ “ve rae wee 1147 


CoLoniaAL PropatEes Act, 1892—Copy presented of Order in Council of 
the 19th May, 1898, applying the Act to the Island of St. Vincent [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. owe ‘ . . 1147 


FoREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890—Copy presented of Order in Council of 
the 19th May, 1898, regulating the coinage of the British East Africa 
Protectorate [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... a jes ... 1148 


INTERNATIONAL Copyricut Acts, 1844 to 1886—Copy presented of Order 
in Council of the 19th May, 1898, extending to the Republic of Hayti 
the provisions of the Order in Council of 7th March, 1898, which gives 
effect to the Additional Act to the Berne Convention re _ an —: 
right [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... see es -- 1148 


Mercuant Suiprinc Act, 1894—Copy presented of Order in Council of 
the 19th May, 1898, applying section 238 of the Act in the case of 
Japan [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... +o ne me .-» 1148 
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SupREME Court OF JUDICATURE AMENDMENT Act, 1875—Copy presented 
of Order in Council of 28th July, 1893, so far as it relates to the Summer 
Assizes on the North and South Wales Circuits [by Ac et] to lie upon 
the Table... cos ese : : : ie ms 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 TS 
presented of Statutes made by the governing body of Magdalen College, 
Oxford, on Ist February, 1898, amending the existing Statutes of the 
College [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed [No. 231] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OxFoRD AND CamBrIDGE Act, 1877 (CamMBRIDGE)— 
Copy presented of Statute made by the governing body of Downing 
College, Cambridge, on 26th February, 1898, altering Statute VI. “ Of 
the Fellow s,” of the Statutes of the College [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed [No. 232] hie i - ions ov 


WeicgHts AND Measures Act, 1878, aNnD WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 
(Metric System) Act, 1897—Copy presented of two Orders in 
Council of the 19th May, 1898; (i.) Approving new denominations of 
Metric Standards, and (ii.) making a Table of Metric Equivalents in 
substitution for the Table in Part I. of the Third Schedule to the 
Weights and Measures Act, 1878 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2107, 2113, and 2114 [by com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table... ove vee eee eee vee 


Epucation (ScoTLanp) (GENERAL REPorts)—Copies presented of General 
Reports by the Chief Inspectors of the Western and of the Southern 
Divisions of Scotland for the year 1897 [by command] ; to lie upon the 
Table see —— es eee eee ses one oes eee 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE (AGRICULTURAL RETURNS)—Copy presented of 
Agricultural Returns for Great Britain, with Statistics for the United 
Kingdom, British Possessions, and Foreign Counties for 1897 [by com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table wee a nS 


QUEENSLAND ImmiGRatTi1on—Address for “ Return relating to Immigration 
into Queensland, the mortality in the Colony, and the return to their 
native islands of Polynesian Islanders during the years 1886 to 1897, 
inclusive (in same form and in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 


148 of Session 1895) "—(Mr. John Ellis) vee site we oth 


LocaL AuTHORITIES (ENGLAND AND WALES) (TECHNICAL EpucaTion)— 
Return ordered, “ showing the extent of which, and the manner in which, 
local authorities in England, Wales, and Ireland have applied, or are 
applying, funds to the purposes of technical education, including science, 
art, technical, and manual instruction (during the years 1896-7 and 
1897-8), under the following Acts: Local Taxation (Customs and 
Excise) Act, 1890; Technical Instruction Acts, 1889 and 1891; Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act, 1889; and Public Libraries Acts "—( Sir 
John Gorst)... eee =a = ~~ ss aaa es : 


NEW BILL. 


Waitresses Bill— To amend the law relating to the employment of 
waitresses in restaurants, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Kemp, Mr. 
Drage, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. McKenna, Mr. Davitt, and Mr. Pym; 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday next, and to be printed [Bill 244] ove vee eee 
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QUESTIONS. 


TELEGRAPHIC DeLays In Cork—Question, Mr. Smith Barry, (Hunts., 
Huntingdon); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston,) 


InLAND ReEvENUE RETIREMENTS—Question, Mr. Hazell, (Leicester) ; 
Answer, The Financial sailed to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) +0 ees “ ve ove ove . ove . 


HerrinG Branp FEEs—Question, Sir W. W. Wedderburn 2 Saag 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Graham Murry, Buteshire) .. 


Tue Corpon at Canp1a—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo E.); Answer, The 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs vs) G. N. Curzon, Lancashire, 
Southport) . , ; i eee ee 


ARREST OF HeERACLES—Question, Mr. Dillon (asyor E.); Answer, The 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon (Lancashire, 
Southport) be : a , 


MepicaL Provision aT THE BaTTLeE oF AtTBARA—Question, General 
Russell (Cheltenham) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. W. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... 
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Central) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War hited W. St. 
John Brodrick (Surrey, Guildford) eae 
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(Paddington, N.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. W. Ridley, Lanes., Blackpool) 
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kenny) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


(Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


- 1189 


Day InpustrRiAL ScuooLts Act—Question, Mr. P. O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 


Answer, The Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland (Mr. 


G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


«o> 1190 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE ScHooL—Question, Mr. Mendl (Plymouth) ; Answer, 


Vice-President of the Council for Education (Sir J. E. Gorst, Cam- 
’ 


bridge University) ... 


ove. LAGU 


INSTRUCTION IN INFANTS’ ScHOOoLS—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham 
aS 9 


W.); Answer, Vice-President of the Council for Education (Sir J. E. 


Gorst, Cambridge University) 


chester, E.) ... 


- 1190 


Tue Benerices Brrt—Question, Mr. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, West) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury fas: A. J. Balfour, Man- 


- 114 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


DEBATE : — 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 1191 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘* That this House do now adjourn.” 
DEBATE :— 


Mr. Dillon 1192, 1205, 
1206, 1210, 1211, 1212 

The Chief Secretary to 

the Lord Lieutenant of 

Ireland (Mr. Gerald 

Balfour, Leeds, Cen- 

tral) 1198, 1209, 1210, 
1211, 1212 


Tue Bextrast Rrots—Motion for adjournment. 


[ Mr. Speaker] = Soo: Ae 


Mr. Arnold-Foster (Belfast, 

WW.) s+ ... 1208, 1205, 1206 
Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S.) 1206, 1208 
Mr. W. Redmond (Clare, E.) 1214 
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On the return of Mr. SPEAKER after the usual interval, 

Mr. Swirt MacNEILu (Donegal, S.), who was left in possession of the 

House, not being in his place, 

Question put— 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 
Motion negatived without a Division. 

Locomotives on Highways Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee on 
Trade, ete.; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
233.] Minutes of the Proceedings of the Committee to be printed. 

[No. 233.] Bill, as amended by the Standing Committee, to be taken 
into consideration upon Wednesday next, and to be printed [Bill 242.] 1221 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill—Motion made and Question pro- 

posed— 
‘*That the Order for Committee be discharged, and that the Bill be 
referred to a Select Committee of seventeen Members.”—(Mr.@raham Murray.) 122] 
Amendment proposed— 
“ Leave out ‘seventeen Members,’ and insert ‘the Members representing 
the constituencies in Scotland, with fifteen other Members to be added by the 
Committee of Selection.’ ’—(Mr. Pirie.) 1221 
DEBATE :— 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) The First Lord of the Treasury 
1221, 1224, 1241 (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
[ Mr. Speaker] 1224, chester, E.) soe 1230; 1200 
1239, 1240 Captain Sinclair (Forfar) ... 1234 
Mr. Birrell (Fife, W.)... 1225 Sir C. Cameron (Glasgow, 
Mr. Gordon (Elgin and Bridgeton) .. 1236 
Nairn)... 1226 Mr. J. Parker Smith (Lanark 
Mr. Caldw ell C anark shire, Partick) 1237 
Mid) . . 1226 Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman 
(Stirling Burghs) 1239, 1240 


Amerdment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put— 


‘*That the Order for the Committee be a and that the Bill be 
referred to a Select Committee of 17 Members.” 


Agreed to without a Division. 


Reserve Forces Bill—Consideration of Reserve Forces Bill as amended 
resumed 
Amendment proposed— 


**Line 3, omit the word ‘member’ and insert ‘ part.’”—(Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen.) ... : 


--- 1242 














39 
34 


36 
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40 
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DiscussiIoN :— 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen Mr. Courtney Warner (Staf- 

(Kent, Tonbridge) ford, Lichfield) ... 1243 
1242, 1245 Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, 

The Under Secretary of N.E.) 1243 
State for War (Mr. Colonel Sandys (Lancashire, 

W. St. John Brodrick, Bootle) =e awe ... 1244 


Surrey, Guildford) ... 1243 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 2, line 6, leave out ‘ clause 3.’”—(Mr. C. Warner.) 


Discussion :-— 
Mr. Courtney Warner ... 1246 Mr. Brodrick ... sta ... 1246 


Question put— 
‘‘ That clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 188; Noes 59. (Division List No. 132.) 
Discussion continued— 
Mr. Brodrick ... oe ae ae om set ae8 ... 1249 


Motion made and Question put— 
‘That the Bill be now read a third time.” ae xe iad ... 1249 


Agreed to. 
Bill read a third time, and passed. 


London University Commission Bill—Second Reading. 


DEBATE :— 
Dr. Farquharson (Aber- Sir J. Lubbock (London 
- deenshire, W.) --- 1249 University)... or --» 1250 


The First Lord of the 
Treasury .-- 1249, 1250 


Second Reading deferred. 


Greenwich Hospital Bill—Order for adjourned Debate on Second Reading 
read 


Discussion :— 
Mr. E. Morton (Devonport) ... ee _ ue ee soe 12500 
Bill read a second time. 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—Order for Second Reading read. 


DEBATE :— 

The Secretary of State Mr. M. Healy (Cork) oso 1257 
for the Home Depart- Sir W. Lawson (Cumberland, 
ment (Sir M. W. Ridley Cockermouth) ves 1257, ee 
Eaaadale ire, Blackpool) 1252 Sir Elliot Lees (Birkenhead) 1258 

Sir W. Foster (Derby, Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorks., 
Ilkeston) eee «as. 1208 W.R. Holmfirth) ... --- 1259 

Sir C. Cameron wee Ieee [ Mr. Speaker] 1259 


Dr. Farquharson see, $256 
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Question put. 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” .,,, aM 


Agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed to the Standing Committee on 
Law, ete. aa ae aes or ee aus Soa ees 


East Inpra (Loan)—Resolution reported— 


‘That it is expedient to authorise the Secretary of State in Council 
of India to raise in the United Kingdom any sum or sums of money, not 
exceeding £10,100,000, for the service of the Government of India, on the 
security of the revenues of India, and to make provision for the purposes 
relating thereto.” ... ane o 


Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. James William Lowther, Secretary 
Lord George Hamilton, and Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 


East India Loan Bill—To enable the Secretary of State in Council of India 
to raise Money in the United Kingdom for the service of the Government 
of India. Presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a 


- 1259 


1259 


- 1259 


- 1259 


second time upon Monday next, and te be printed. [Bill 243.]... --- 1260 
India Office (Store Depot) [Expenses ]|—Resolution reported 
“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of the revenues of 
India, of the purchase money, compensation, and all expenses which may 
become payable under any Act of the present Session to empower the Secre- 
tary of State in Council to purchase lands in connection with the Store 
Department of the India Office.” .,, ane a BS --- 1260 
Resolution agreed to. 
Ex-Officio Justices of the Peace (Scotland) Bill [Changed from Chairmen 
of Parish Councils (Scotland) Bill ]—Considered as amended .-- 1260 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 1, line 6, to leave out the words ‘ on the expir.t' on or other deter- 
mination of a previous term of office.’”—(Mr. Caldwell. : 260 
Discussion :— . 
Mr. Caldwell... «-- 1260 The Lord Advocate (Mr. 
Graham Murray, Buteshire) 1260 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘Page 1, line 7, after the word ‘office’ insert the words ‘and who has 
taken the oaths required by law to be taken by a justice of the peace.’”— 
(Mr. Caldwetl) ee me oe ae Salg ea nee coe 1260 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘* Page 1, line 7, leave out the words ‘ continue to.’ "— (Mr. Caldwell.) . 1261 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Caldwell ... ove 8961 Dr. Clark 1262 


Mr. Graham Murray ... 1262 
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Question put— 


























‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill.” 
The House divided :—Ayes 119; Noes 42. (Division List No. 133.) 


And it being after Midnight, Further Proceeding, on consideration, as 
amended, stood adjourned. 


Bill, as amended, to be further considered upon Monday next. 


Appeal for Jury ag sass Bill — Order for Second Reading 
read and discharged . : oe -- 1263 


Bill withdrawn. 


Pauper Children wm Bill—Read the second time, and committed for 
Friday cee ; we eas =e aes ie seh --. 1263 


House adjourned at 12.10, 





LORDS: FRIDAY, 10TH JUNE 1898. 


Cuina—Notice of Questions... aes ar bes =e es eee 1265 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [u.1.]—(Petition for additional Pro- 
vision.) Examiner’s Certificate of non-compliance with the Standing 
Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Thursday next ... 1265 


Tottenham and Edmonton Gas Bill—Committee to meet on Tuesday next... 1265 


Bury Corporation Bill sii anna from the Select Committee with 
Amendments... a : ns oes ae oo. 1265 


Customs and other Offices (Barry Dock) Bill—Reported without Amend- 
ment, and committed to a Committee of the whole House on Monday 
next, and Standing Orders Nos. XX XIX. and XLV. to be considered in 
order to their being dispensed with = < -- 1266 





Customs Offices (Southampton) Bill—Reported without Amendment, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House on Monday next, and 
Standing Orders Nos. XX XIX. and XLV. to be considered in order to 
their being dispensed with ... Ses : eas ae me --- 1266 


Brompton, Chatham, rig and Rochester Water Reapibiein anes: 
without Ameudentnt.. . 1266 


Edmonton Urban District Council ihe std with Amendments — 


Knott End Railway Bill—Reported with Amendments ne ie +» 1266 
Barry Railway Bill—Read the second time, and committed. The Committee 

to be proposed by the Committee of Selection... oes ove .- 1266 
Cardiff Corporation Bill—Read the second time, and committed ... .-» 1266 
Southend Water Bill—Read the second time, and committed si ... 1266 
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Great Western Railway (General Powers) Bill—Read the second time, and 
committed. ‘The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection ... on aes an na iss nin eve sits 


Felixstowe and Walton Water Bill [u.1L.]—Read the third eat and passed, 
and sent to the Commons ... eee ove oes “ eee ove 


Newhaven and Seaford Water Bill [u.t. ae the third — and ae, 
and sent to the Commons ... ie ; . ade 


Filey Water and Gas Bill [1.1.]—Read the third time ; Amendments made ; 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons =e sia end ash a 


Newtown Water Bill (x. L adie ad the third time ; poke and sent to the 
Commons... ‘ oss eve 


Buenos Ayres Northern Railway Bill oe Ze eee the third time ; ) ane, 
and sent to the Commons a : : 


Kingstown and Kingsbridge Junction Railway (Abandonment) Bill 


[H. L.]|—Read the third time ; passed, and sent to the Commons siete 


Exeter, Teign Valley, and Chagford Railway Bill te. i pee the third 


time ; passed, and sent to the Commons ... oa 


North Eastern Railway Bill (a. L. |—Read the third time ; poem and sent 
tothe Commons... : ws nas : = 


York United Gas Bill—Read the third time, and passed... ~ a 
St. Anne’s-on-the-Sea Gas Bill—Read the third time, with the Amendments, 


and passed, and returned to the Commons AER ‘ re a 
Corporation of London sshtaaeaaiy Cattle Market, Sieaiieiinns Bill—Third Read- 
ing of Bill moved ... : ‘ wae = 


Question put. 

Motion agreed to. 
Motion that Bill pass. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘** Add to preamble of Bill before the last paragraph—- 


‘* And whereas it is desirable that cattle, sheep, and pigs bred in Ireland 
or other parts of the United Kingdom, and fed or fattened in the counties 
of Middlesex, Essex, Suffolk, Norfolk, Hertfordshire, Buckinghamshire, 
Oxfordshire, Northamptonshire, Kent, ‘Surrey, Sussex, Berkshire, or other 
counties in the vicinity of the Metropolis, and the meats from such animals, 
after slaughter in the counties aforesaid, should enjoy the same market 
rights, privileges, and facilities of access to the purchasers of London and 
its suburbs that the corporation have provided for foreign animals : 


** And whereas the Millwall Dock Company and the Agricultural Organ- 
ising Agency, Limited. have provided at their own cost and risk the 
premises, machinery, plant, and commercial arrangements necessary and 
requisite for enabling the live stock owners of Ireland and other parts of 
the United Kingdom toenter into commercial relationship with the farmers 
of all the counties in proximity to the Metropolis that will enable them to 
receive and fatten home-bred animals and thereby to provide an increased 
supply of prime meats from healthy animals for the inhabitants of London 
and its suburbs : 


‘* And whereas the companies aforesaid have agreed to provide British 
and Irish farmers with similar accommodation for home-bred animals that 
the Corporation provide for foreign animals, and to charge only the same 

- rates and tolls for home-bred animals that are charged fcr foreign animals: 


. 
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** And whereas itis for the interest of British and Irish farmers that 
the aforesaid Millwall Dock Company and Agricultural Organising Agency, 
Limited, should be at liberty to establish a market at the Millwall Dock for 
the reception and transfer of Irish live stock to British farmers, and to be 
provided with stalls in the Central Meat Market to enable the meat from 
the animals so disposed of to be brought to the market and sold by the 
aforesaid Agricultural Organising Agency, Limited, to the retail butchers 
or meat dealers of the Metropolis ” ss ne aN aS 


** Add the following clauses— 


‘51, The Corporation shall consent to the Millwall Dock Company and 
the Agricultural poem. Agency, Limited, providing accommodation 
for the landing and lairage of live stock from Ireland and other parts of 
the United Kingdom, and for the establishment of a market by which 
the aforesaid animals may be sold by private treaty or public auction, or 
otherwise disposed of, as may be deemed expedient by the owners or their 
agents, and to the provision of accommodation for the slaughter of the 
animals and the effective treatment of their meat, offal, and by-products. 


**52, The Corporation shall provide the Agricultural Organising Agency, 
Limited, with a sufficient number of stalls in the principal avenues of the 
Central Meat Market toenable the meat to be sold from animals slaughtered 
in the counties of Middlesex, Essex, Suffolk, Norfolk, Hertfordshire, Cam- 
bridgeshire, Buckinghamshire, Berkshire, Oxfordshire, Hampshire, North- 
amptonshire, Warwickshire, Kent, serge 6 Sussex, and other districts in 
the vicinity of the Metropolis, and that the Corporation shall be paid for 
such stalls, and the meats sent to them for sale, the same rent and tolls as 
are payable by the tenants of the Corporation under its by-laws, and the 
Agricultural Organising Agency, Limited, shall not be subjected to any 
restrictions in the conduct of its business other than those imposed upon 
the remainder of the tenants of the said market under the by-laws of the 
Corporation.”—(Lord Stanley of Alderley.)... is 


DEBATE :— 
Lord Stanley of Alderley The Lord Chancellor (The 
1269, 1274 Earl of Halsbury) 1273, 
The Earl of Morley... 1272 Earl Fortescue “ oe 
The Earl of Mayo, 1272, 1273 
Question put. ’ 


Motion agreed to. 


Ilkeston Corporation Bill—Read the third time, with the Amendments, and 


passed, and returned to the Commons 


Foreign Bondholders’ Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read 


the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 


read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 


London, Tilbury and Southend Railway Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 


read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 


SELECT COMMITTEE. 


Great Northern Railway Bill; Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee Bill; 


London County Council (Acton Sewage) Bill; Education Department 
Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [H.L.]; Neweastle and 
Gateshead Water Bill [w.1.] ; Forres Water Bill [u.1.] ; Andoversford 
and Stratford-upon-Avon Railway Bill ; Birmingham, North Warwick- 
shire, and Stratford-upon-Avon Railway (Extension of time) Bill oy 


22 
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Water Orders Confirmation Bill [x.1.]—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form 
the Select Committee for the consideration of the above Bills—namely : 
E. Dartmouth, L. Boston, L. Granard (E. Granard), L. Monckton (V. 
Galway), L. Heneage (chairman). Agreed to; and the said Lords 
appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet on Monday, the 20th 
instant, at half-past Eleven o’clock ; and all Petitions safeared to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills ... 1275 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—To be read the second 


time on Monday next. (The Earl of Dudley.) ... ea one eos 1275 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—To be read the second 

time on Monday next. (The Earl of Dudley.) . sao” Rte 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ig sd Bill 7 ‘. i be read the 

second time on Monday next ee 5 siete soa LBTO 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders — ~ Bill a x. silk be read the 

second time on Monday next nA : et ee. 127 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [u.1.]—A Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General 
Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Colwyn Bay, Macduff, Medina 
River, Portsmouth Camber Quays, and Southwold—Was presented by 
the Lord James (for the Earl of Dudley) : Then it was moved that the 
Sessional Order of the 8th March, 1898, “That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill originating in this House shall be read a first time 
after Tuesday, the 3rd day of May next,” be dispensed with in respect 
of the said Bill, and that the Bill be now read the first time. Agreed 
to. Bill read the first time accordingly ; to be printed ; and referred to 
the Examiners. [No. 93.]... aa ee ses ve _ soc 1276 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.L.]—Amendments reported (accord- 
ing to Order), and Bill to be read the third time on Monday next ooo LOLe 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill — House in Committee 
(according to Order) : Bill reported without Amendment; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time on Monday next 1276 


Commons Regulation (Wolstanton Marsh) Provisional Order Bill—House 
in Committee (according to Order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third 
time on Monday next eee se vee ee oon ne ovo 1206 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
ReviGious MINISTRATION IN WoRKHOUSES—Question and debate— 
Lord Norton ... oe SSO Lord Harris ... aes sco LER 
Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 
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Port DurBan.—Question and Debate :— 


Viscount Sidmouth 1279, Viscount Clifden 1282, 1284 
1283, 1284 The Earl of Hopetoun 1282, 1283 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


RESERVE Forces Brtt—Brought from the Commons; afterwards read the 
first time ; to be printed ; and to be read the second time on Tuesday 
next. (The Marquess of Lansdowne.) [No. 94.] He aoa --. 1283 


House adjourned at 5.10. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 10tTa JUNE 1898. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Bideford and Clovelly eieaitends Bill [a L. haar that the Bill be read 


a second time us 1284 
Cromer Gas Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ... 1284 
Drogheda Gas Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ... 1285 


Glasgow Corporation (Sewage, Etc.) Bill—As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time was ve ad see LGe 


Great Central Railway Bill—As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; 
Bill to be read the third time ar ai ne sie ue ove, Laue 


Norwich Electric Tramways Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time ae ‘ae és “aie ae ay Mois sos koe 


Plymouth —— Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
a ae a eae abe aah was eee oss bEOe 


Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill—By order; consideration, as 
amended, deferred till Thursday next ane ue vs .-- 1285 


Mid-Kent Water Bill—By order ; consideration, as amended, deferred till 
Thursday next am aes ae = Sor ioe os. 1265 


Blackburn Corporation conde Etc.) Bill—Reported from the Select 
Committee on Police and Sanitary Regulation Bills ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed eos oe oo wet ve 1285 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway 
Bill, with amendments ; Amendments to Holmes’s Patent Bill [u.1.] ; 
Amendments to Bakewell Gas Bill [u.L.] ; without Amendment --- 1286 


Caledonian Railway Bill [u.v.]—That they have passed a Bill intituled 
“ An Act to confer further powers on the Caledonian Railway Company 
in relation to their undertaking ; to revive the powers and extend the 
time for the purchase of lands for and for the construction and completion 
of certain railways; to provide for the acquisition by the Company of 
the Crieff and Comrie Railway ; and for other purposes ” ee --- 1286 
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Wath-upon-Dearne Urban District Council Bill [.1.]—Also a Bill intituled 
** An Act to provide for the sale and transfer of the undertaking of the 
West Melton Waterworks Company, Limited, to the Wath-upon-Dearne 
Urban District Council, and to confer further powers on the said Council 
with reference to the supply of water; and for other purposes ” 


Saint Thomas, Southwark, and Saint Saviour, Southwark, Bill [u.1.J— 
Also a Bill intituled “ An Act to relieve the Governors of St. Thomas’s 
Hospital from liability to maintain the minister and church of the parish 
of Saint Thomas, Southwark, and to unite the said parish to the 
ecclesiastical parish of Saint Saviour, Southwark, and for other 
purposes ” 


Dover Harbour Bill [u.1.]—Also a Bill intituled “ An Act to authorise the 
abandonment of certain authorised and the construction of certain new 
works at Dover Harbour, the raising of further moneys by the Dover 
Harbour Board ; and for other purposes ”... 


Paisley Corporation (Loans) Bill [u.1.]—And also a Bill intituled “ An 
Act to authorise the Provost, Magistrates, and Town Council of the 
Burgh of Paisley to create and issue stock ; to borrow money in respect 
of the redemption of Paisley Burgh Annuities, the improvement of the 
Burgh slaughter-house, and redemption of annuity and discharge of 
debts effecting the same ; and for other purposes ” ‘ 


Caledonian Railway Bill [u.L.]—Read the first time, and referred io the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... ; - 


Wath-upon-Dearne Urban District Council Bill [u.1.]—Read the first am 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Saint Thomas, Southwark, and Saint Saviour, Southwark, Bill [1.1.]— 
Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills 


Dover Harbour Bill [u.1.]—Read the first time, and referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. 


Paisley Corporation (Loans) Bill [u.1.]—Read the first time, and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ? 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. “ted Bill—Ordered, that the Bill 


be read a second time upon Monday next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. ~ Bill—Ordered, that the Bill 


be read a second time upon Monday next.. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Ordered, that the Bill 
be read a second time upon Monday next * ees 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. a Bill—Ordered, that the Bill 
be read a second time upon Monday next.. se 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill—Ordered, that the 
Bill be read a second time upon Monday next ee eee 


Commons Regulation en Provisional Order Bill—Read a second 
time, and committed : : . 
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Local Government Provisional Order —_ " Bill—Read a second time, 
and committed fe: - = ae aes + 


Land Drainage Provisional Order (Hacconby Fen) Bill — Reported 
[Provisional Order confirmed] ; Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next ove ove vee eee ove vee eee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Reported [Provisional 
Orders confirmed]; Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday 
next ... ase oes cas eee ose ves eos 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 4.) Bill—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Bill to be read the 
third time upon Monday next eee 


STANDING ComMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’s PaNneEL)—Sir Henry Campbell-Ban- 
nerman reported from the Chairmen’s Panel that they had appointed 
Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman to act as Chairman of the Standing 
Committee for the consideration of Bills relating to Law, and Courts of 
Justice, and Legal Procedure, in the place of Mr. Arthur O’Connor ; 
Report to lie upon the Table 


STANDING OrbDERS—Ordered, That, for the remainder of the Session, Three 
be the quorum of the Select Committee on Standing Orders.—( Sir 
John Mowbray.) 


SELECTION (StanpinG) CommitrEEes—Sir John Mowbray reported from 
the Committee of Selection, that they had discharged the following 
Members from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, 
and Legal Procedure: Mr. Ascroft, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Butcher, Mr. 
Luttrell, Mr. Lloyd Morgan, and Mr. Tennant; and had appointed in 
substitution : “Mr. Brigg, Mr. Carlile, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Lees 
Knowles, Mr. Logan, and ; Mr. MacNeill; Sir John Mowbray further report- 
ed from the Committee, that they had added to the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure the following 
Fifteen Members in respect of the Univ ersities and College Estates 
Bill: Mr. Bryce, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Sir 
Charles D: alrymple , Sir Walter Foster, Sir John Gorst, Mr. Jebb, Mr. 
Grant Lawson, Mr. Lecky, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. Walter Long, Mr. 
Joseph A. Pease, Mr. Edmund Robertson, Mr. Strachey, and Mr. Talbot ; 
Sir John Mowbray further reported from the Committee, that they had 
discharged the following Members from the Standing Committee on 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures : 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. Fison ; and had appointed in substitution : 
Mr. Tennant and Colonel Warde: Reports to lie upon the Table 


PETITIONS. 


Access to Mountains (Scotland) Bill—In favour: From Dumfermline ; to 
lie upon the Table vee a — ‘i — oa 


Adulteration (Food Products) Bill—In favour: From Mile End Old Town ; 
to lie upon the Table es . ee eee wa 
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OrDER OF Business—Questions, Sir W. Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) Mr. 
Tennant (Berwickshire), Mr. J. Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ~s- Se 


BeLrast Rrots—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The sania 
General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) = <> 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. : 


Poor Law (Scotland) Bill—Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing 
Committee on Law, etc. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 234.] Minutes of proceedings to be printed. [No. 
234.] Bill, as amended by the Standing Committee, to be taken into 
consideration upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 245.] ... 1313 


Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill—“‘To nominate the Select 
Committee on Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill:—The Lord 
Advocate, Mr. Anstruther, Mr. Blake, Mr. Caldwell, Sir Thomas 
Gibson-Carmichael, Dr. Clark, Mr. Courtney, Mr. Crombie, Sir Charles 
Dalrymple, Mr. Gordon, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Herbert Maxwell, 
Mr. McKillop, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Thorburn, and Mr. 
Stuart Wortley ; That the Committee have power to send for persons, 

| papers, and records; That five be the quorum.”—(Sir William 

| Walrond.) On the name of the Lord Advocate, 


DEBATE :— 


Dr. Farquharson (Aber- [Mr. Speaker] ove .- 1314 
deenshire, W.)... 13813, 1314 

Question put— 

} ** That the following be members of the Committee: The Lord Advocate, 

= a oy Mr. Blake, Mr. Caldwell, Sir Thomas Gibson- Carmichael, 

and Dr. Clark.” 


Agreed to. 


we 


Question put— 


“ That Mr. Courtney be a member of the Committee.” 


1 DEBATE :— 
Dr. Farquharson ove is sia vale oie vows ove 1314 
) Question put— 


‘* That Mr. Courtney, Mr. Crombie, Sir Charles Dalrymple, Mr. Gordon, 
Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. McKillop, Sir Robert Reid, 
) Mr. Renshaw, Mr. ‘Thorbarn, and Mr. Stuart ictal be members of the 
Committee.” xe ; ee «- 1814 


Agreed to. 
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Question put— 


* That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers and 
records.” 


DEBATE :— 
Mr. Parker Smith The Firit Lord of the Trea- 
(Lanark, Partick) ... 1315 sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Mr. Caldwelt (Lanark, Manchester, E.) ... w+ 1316 


Mid.) ... ees sae EOLG 
Question agreed to. 
Question put— 
“That five be the quorum.” ,,, ee wie ants me +» 1316 


Agreed to. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY [18ru ALitorrep Day]. Considered in Committee. [Mr. J. W. 





LowtuHer (Cumberland, Penrith), CHarrman of Ways and Means, 
in the Chair.] (In the Committee.) 


Crvi1L SERVICES aND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTimMaTEs, 1898-9, 


Crass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £50,971, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
salaries and expenses of the Department of Her Majesty’s Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“* That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the salary of 
the Secretary of State.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


DIscUSSsION :— 


Sir C. Dilke (Glou- The Under Secretary of 
cestershire, Forest of State = Foreign Affairs 
Dean), (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lan- 

1317, 1322, 1323, 1324 cashire, Southport) 


1322, 1323 
Question put, 


DEBATE :— 

‘Admiral Field (Sussex, Mr. Curzon, 1350, 1358, 1359, 
Eastbourne) . 1340 1361, 1366 

Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) The First Lord of the 
13438, 1348 Treasury ... --» 1358, 1859 
The Secretary of State Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S.) .-- 136] 

for the Colonies (Mr. Mr. Labouchere (Northamp- 
J. Chamberlain, Bir- ton).. .. 1864, 1366 
mingham, W.) .-- 1348 Mr. Button (Cardif’) 1380 


Mr. Robson (South Shields) 1387 
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Mr. Robson ces 1394 The First Lord of the Trea- 
Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) sury.. aos Bd? 
1398, 1402 The Secretary of State for the 
Mr. J. Morley (Montrose Colonies (Mr. J. Chamber- 
Burghs) .-. 1402, 1429 lain, Birmingham, W.), 1423 
Mr. Schwann (Manches- 1429, 1430, 1432, 1436 
ter, N.) aes «» 1404 Sir C. Dilke ... ..- 1429, 1432 
Mr. Legh (Lancashire, Dr. Tanner (Cork Co., Mid.) 1436 
Newton) ° . 1408 Mr. Swift MacNeill (Done- 
Mr. Provand (Glasgow, gal, 8S.) . --. 1436 
Blackfriars) . 1410 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E. ) .-. 1438 


Sir W. Harcourt (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.), 1412, 1417 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 128 ; Noes 254. (Division List No.134.) 
Original Question put and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


DistURBANCES IN BEeLFast—On the Motion that the House do now adjourn, 
DIscussION :— 


Mr. Dillon .. 1448, 1444 The Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour,Leeds, 
Central)... ... 1443, 1444 


House adjourned at 12.20. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 18th May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 


Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SOUTHERN DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


DUBLIN 


BAKEWELL GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
As amended, considered; to be read 


the third time. 


KEW BRIDGE AND APPROACHES BILL. | 

As amended, considered; A Clause 
added; Amendments made; Bill to be 
read the third time. 








VOL. LVIII. 


[Fourru Seris.] 


TURNCHAPEL WHARVES AND 
WAREHOUSES BILL. 
Reported ; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (NEW WORKS) BILL. 
On the Order for the Second Reading 
of the Mersey Docks and Harbour Boards 
(New Works) Bill, 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
do not intend to oppose this Bill on its 
Third Reading, but I should like to know 
from the promoters when they intend to 
carry out their promises made to the 
House, or whether any steps are being 
taken to ensure their being carried out 
at an early date? 


Mr. A. F. WARR (Liverpool, E., Tor- 
teth): Instructions have already been 
given to the engineer to do the work, 
and we have no doubt that it will be pro- 
ceeded with as soon as practicable. 


A 











3 Petitions. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to the counties of Brecon, Cornwall, 
Devon, Monmouth, and Radnor”; 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. 
Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 

Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
{Bill 221.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Blackpool, Gomersal, Nottingham, and 
Sunbury-on-Thames; Ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. 
Chaplin. 

Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 222.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Brighton and Hove, Ossett, Ripon, and 
Uttoxeter, and to the Conway and 
Colwyn Bay and Tolworth United Dis- 
tricts ; Ordered to be brought in by M~. 
T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 

Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 223. ] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Devonport and Sheffield” ; Ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and 
Mr. Chaplin. 

Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 224.] 
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METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments. 


[Pro- 
visional Order confirmed.] 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow. 


PETITIONS. 


ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
BILL. 


In favour, from Argyll; to lie upon 
the Table. 


BOILERS INSPECTION AND REGIS- 
TRATION BILL. 


For alteration, from Huddersfield ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 
Against, from Oban and Peterhead; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION BILL. 


For alteration, from Halifax; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State regulation, from Leeds 
(2), Glasgow, and Birkenhead; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour, from Perth; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EX-OFFICIO JUSTICES OF THE PEACE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour, from Rothesay ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 

In favour, from Perth, Aberfeloy, 
Dundee, Reston, St. Abb, Nitshill, Glas- 
gow, Dunfermline, Aberdeen, Banchory, 
Gourdon, Dalbeattie, Renfrew, Edin- 
burgh (3), Mary Street, Grand Lodge 
of Scotland Independent Order of Good 
Templars, St. Andrews, Dumbarton, and 
Airdrie ; to lie upon the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 
In favour, from Glasgow, and United 
Presbyterian Church of Scotland; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL, 
In favour, from Argyll; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


In favour, from Gornal; to lie upon 
the Table. 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND 
BILL. 
Against, from Rothesay; to lie upon 


the Table. 


POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour, from Argyll; to lie upon 


the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour, from Bute, Perth, Rothesay, 
Elginshire, Edinburgh, and Argyll ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 


In favour, from Bristol; to lie upon 
the Table. 


{18 May 1898} 








Reports, ete. 6 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour, from Bradford (2), Hali- 
fax, Bushmills, Coxhoe, Shrewsbury, 
Colyton, Sidmouth, Hurworth-on-Tees, 
Loughborough, South Shields, Kirk 
Langley, Bolam, Hawick, Sheffield, 
Melton Mowbray, East London, Glaston- 
bury, Ledbury, and Bradford Moor; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL. 


In favour, from Glasgow; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SMALLER DWELLINGS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Against, from Rothesay; to lie upon 
the Table. 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
(PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 


Against, from Huddersfield; to iie 
upon the Table. 


SUCCESSION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour, from Perth; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour, from Argyll; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL (LICENCE DUTIES AND LOCAL 
GRANTS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 17th May; Mr. Dillon]; to tie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
207.] 
A2 
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DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 
AND 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order, dated 
13th May, 1898, intituled The Foreign 
Animals (Amendment) Order of 1898 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


THE TWELVE O’CLOCK RULE. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I have to give notice that at the 
commencement of public business to- 
morrow, I shall move the suspension of 
the 12 o’clock Rule for the Irish Bill, as 
there is still a large amount of business 
to be got through before Whitsun. I 
trust that it will be found to be for the 
general convenience of Members on both 
sides of the House. 


ASCENSION DAY. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg to move 


that to-morrow being Ascension Day that 
Committees do not sit till 2 o’clock. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes 
Noes 39.—(Division List No. 108.) 


178; 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
REMUNERATION. 


Resolution considered in Committee— 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), CHarrman or Ways AnD Muans, 
in the chair. | 


(In the Committee.) 
Question put— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of moneys to be provided by Par- 
liament, of remuneration to any Commissione~ 
of the Local Government Board for Ireland 
who may be appointed under any Act of the 
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present Session for amending the Law relati 
to Local Government in Ireland.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon): [ 
think we ought to have some explana- 
tion of this Resolution, because it wag 
placed on the Paper without notice, | 
do not know if it has reference to the 
Bill we are discussing in Committee, 


THs CHIEF SECRETARY vo tng 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, Central) - 
Yes, Sir, it has reference to the Bill we 
are now discussing. 


8 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: What is its 
object} 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is to 


enable the Local Government Board to. 
appoint Commissioners for the purposes 
of the Local Government Act. 


Question agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


(In the Committee.) 


Cuause 41. 
Question put— 


“That clause 41 stand part of the Bill.” 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 22, line 4, leave out sub-section (a).” 
—(Mr, Vesey Knox.) 

Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry): I 
venture to raise this question and press 
it on the attention of the Government. 
I believe it is one to which considerable 
importance is attached by all sections in 
Ireland. In drawing the line of exclu 
sions under this section, the Government 
have drawn it too hard and fast, and 
considerable injustice may be caused in 
the poorer districts in Ireland, which are 
chiefly concerned. I do not say that 
the whole of Sub-section (a) is unreason- 
able. Some of these special charges may 
fairly be omitted, but I desire to dwell 
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specially on the charges under the Tram- 
ways and Public Companies Act, and the 
Relief of Distress Act. Under the Tram- 
ways Act of 1883, Parliament allowed 
railway guarantees to be imposed on 
some of the poorest districts in Ireland 
in the most reckless fashion. When the 
question came before Parliament whether 
the rich city of Manchester should be 
allowed to take on itself the liability of 
the Manchester Ship Canal, extending to 
about ls. in the rates, it was considered 
most carefully, and all its pros and cons 
were gone into with great care. But 
Parliament has allowed poor districts in 
Ireland, possessing no representative 
local authority to become subject to 
charges amounting in some districts to 
five times the maximum charge which 
Manchester has had to undergo in con- 
nection with the Manchester Ship Canal. 
It may be said that the people of the 
districts in each case clamoured for a 
railway, and asked that it should be 
made. In most cases, probably, that is 
true. But they had no representative 
authorities. Although they might have 
signed petitions, they had no means of 
going into the question in such a way 
as to feel a sense of the responsibility 
they were incurring. They did not know 
what they were doing; they acted 
without expert advice, and I do not 
think it can be said that they ought to 
be considered morally bound as against 
the Imperial Parliament by these charges, 
or bound to the same extent as Parlia- 
ment, which allowed the Act to pass 
under which thay were imposed. In 
some cases these charges are enormous. 
In Kerry, owing to an accident on one 
of the lines, as well as the cost of making 
it, that charge is a serious burden. On 
the Leitrim and Cavan Railway, into 
which at one time I inquired very care- 
fully, there has been no accident, and 
nothing special to make the charge go 
up beyond the normal. In Leitrim it 18 
ls. 9d., and in Cavan 9d. in the £. 
The arrangement was made _ in 
such a form that the company 
gets practically no advantage from the 
big railways to which it acts as a valu- 
able feeder. The Board of Works allowed 
the arrangements to be carried out in 
such an extraordinary way that the 
Leitrim and Cavan Railway gets no ad- 
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vantage from either the Great Northern 
or the Midland, to both of which— 
especially to the Great Northern—it acts 
us a valuable feeder. This railway is a 
heavy charge on Leitrim and Cavan, and 
it furnishes a good example of how the 
proposals of the Government under this 
Bill will work out. In the case of Leitrim 
there will be paid out of the sum 
specially allocated half the cess over 
sixpence. Leitrim will accordingly get 
some substantial relief, but Cavan will 
practically get no relief. As a matter of 
fact, although the charge is larger in 
Leitrim than in Cavan, Leitrim gets more 
for it. In the case of Leitrim the effect 
of the railway has been to facilitate the 
carriage of agricultural produce, and to 
affect the price of stock; but Cavan, 
being already fairly well served, got prac- 
tically no advantage. The result is that 
Cavan will remain subject to this heavy 
charge with no prospect whatever of re- 
lief. Now the injustice is increased by 
the fact that the rate of interest guaran- 
teed in the case of these railways is 5 
per cent., secured on the rates, which, 
having regard to the security, is really 
an absurd guarantee. If Parliament had, 
in 1883, instead of passing the Act it 
did, passed a Local Government Act for 
Ireland, empowering the Irish local au- 
thorities to issue stock, there is no doubt 
whatever that they would be able to raise 
money, even as the market then was, at 
something like 34 per cent. Of course, 
they could raise it on very much better 
terms now; but owing to the absurd and 
inconvenient way Parliament arranged 
the matter, the money could only be 
raised at 5 per cent., and I therefore say 
that these charges are due to the finan- 
cial stupidity of Parliament in framing 
the Act of 1883. But this is not all. 
Since the passing of the Act of 1883 Par- 
liament has recognised how fatal was its 
mistake, and a most notable new depar- 
ture in light railways was carried out by 
the First Lord of the Treasury, who prac- 
tically abolished all these heavy guaran- 
tees for the cost of construction except 
some small guarantees, and guarantees 
to secure the working of the railways in 
some cases. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury and the honourable Member for 
Leeds, who was then Financial Secretary 
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principle of trying to get these light rail- 
ways worked by the big railways, and 
thereby preventing any heavy liability 
falling on the localities. The legislation 
by which these charges were imposed 
was merely foolish, but Parliament has 
recognised that, and I think the time has 
come in connection with this Act for 
Parliament to step in and relieve the 
localities to a large extent of the burdens 
thrown upon them. There are many 
ways in which this can be done. The 
Government has chosen only to relieve 
the liability in cases where it is over 
6d. in the £. That would work very 
unfairly. Compare Clare with Kerry. 
In the case of Kerry the railway guaran- 
tee was put on a small area, and it 
may be taken generally that the people 
who pay tne guarantee do get some 
more or less direct benefit from the rail- 
way. In Clare the guarantee was spread 
over almost the entire county, and it 
falls, no doubt, not as severely on any one 
person, but it also falls on a number of 
people who practically never can use the 
railway at all. That is an illustration of 
the justice of the Chief Secretary’s pro- 
posal. Kerry will get some relief, Clare 
will get none at all. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Oh, no. 
Mr. KNOX: The relief will 


very small. There are very few districts 
in which the guarantee is much over 6d. 
in the £, and if any relief is given at 
all it must be very small. That illus- 
trates the injustice and unsuitability of 
the Chief Secretary’s proposal. In some 
of the districts in the west of Ireland 
the construction of railways was practi- 
cally as necessary as the maintenance of 
reads, and I cannot see why the agricul- 
tural grant should apply to the cost of 
main roads and not apply to light rail- 
ways. As a matter of fact, the railways 
relieved the road expenditure in many 
cases, and they were regarded as substi- 
tutes for roads to a large extent by the 
local authorities when they allowed them 
to be guaranteed. I have figures here 
which I need not read, with reference to 
the Clogher Valley railway, which illus- 
trates how this is. The result is that the 
construction of the railway has actually 
decreased the amount of the agricultural 
grant. This is a matter which has 
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aroused deep feeling in the parts of Ire- 
land affected. It is the worst of the 
abuses of Irish local taxation at the pre- 
sent time. But Parliament is respon- 
sible, and I think the time has come when. 
Parliament ought to step in and’ relieve 
the people, at least, to the extent of one- 
haif, from the evil effects of a singularly 
badly designed Act of Parliament. 


Coronet WARING (Down, N.): I 
eppeal to the Chief Secretary to consider 
whether it is not possible, in some way 
or other, to meet this demand, if not in 
the exact terms of the Amendment. The 
demand appears to me to be unanimously 
supported by all the representatives from 
Ireland, no matter on what side of the 
House they sit, or what opinion they may 
hold on other parts of the Bill. These 
guarantees are very oppressive in poor 
districts, and I do not think the amount 
involved would be such as to alarm the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. Any objec- 
tion to it must, I am sure, come from 
the Treasury, and not from the Depart- 
ment presided over by the Chief Secre 
tary. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): Ihave a 
very strong argument in support of this 
Amendment. It is perfectly well under- 
stood by those acquainted with local 
government in Ireland that the construc- 
tion of the light railways, guaranteed 
under the Act, has very materially 
reduced the maintenance charges on main 
roads on the districts through which they 
run. A leaflet, furnished by a conference 
of chairmen and deputy chairmen of light 
railways, shows that in one instance the 
contract for a road before the opening of 
a railway in the district was 4s. 9d., per 
perch ; afterwards it was taken at 1s. 6d. 
a perch. In my own constituency there: 
is a case similar to that referred to by 
the honourable and learned Member 
which illustrates the hardship of exclud- 
ing these guarantees. I refer to the 
Kanturk and Newmarket railway, con- 
structed on a guarantee given by the 


grand jury, for which the cess 
payers are paying 10d. in the &. 
And there is general  dissatisfac- 
tion because on the fringe of the 


area selected there is a large class who 
pay nothing at all, although they are to 
nave their county cess reduced. Then, 
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again, the analogy between the construc- 
tion of light railways and main roads is 
perfect. They come before the present- 
ment sessions, afterwards before the 
grand jury, who levy charges on the cess- 
payers without consultation, just as in 
the case of main roads. It will work out 
in this way, that certain cesspayers in 
certain districts will be relieved of half 
their rates and will have no guarantee 
to pay, while other cesspayers will be very 
dissatisfied at having to pay 10d. or Is. 
inthe £ for secula seculorum. There is no 
doubt that in the vast majority of cases 
the promoters came before the present- 
ment sessions and gave the cesspayers 
to understand that the guarantee was 
more or less nominal, that the scheme 
would pay, and that they would not be 
called upon to contribute anything, and 
so on, but it has not turned out that way. 
Very few light railways pay expenses, 
even those which deal with large traffic, 
such as the Cork and Blarney line. The 
honourable and learned Member gave 
some illustrations from his constituency. 
I give one from mine—the Kanturk and 
Newmarket line. If there is any fault 
in connection with it I must take some 
share of the responsibility, for I myself 
worked very hard for the promoters 
12 years ago in getting the Bill passed 
through its various stages, and I did so 
because everybody in the district was 
led to believe that the traffic would be 
so great, and the expenses so reasonable, 
that the guarantee would be merely 
nominal, or something very small, 
whereas, after 10 years’ working, the cess- 
payers in the parishes between Kanturk 
and Newmarket have to pay 10d. in the 
£, and others 5d. or 6d., in accordance 
with the manner in which the charges 
are levied. That is a very great griev- 
ance, because as I understand there is no 
likelihood of the cesspayers being relieved 
for a very long time to come. They must 
continue to pay this additional charge, 
whereas other cesspayers in the neigh- 
bourhood will have their rates very much 
reduced. Honourable Members who 
have large experience of grand juries 
will bear me out when I state that the 
maintenance charges on main roads have 
been very considerably reduced, because, 
owing to less traffic, they have been taken 


at very much lower prices than before 
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these railways were constructed. It is 
an obvious grievance on cesspayers, and I 
do hope the Government will see their 
way to make this concession. Otherwise 
a serious grievance will be perpetuated 
on a large number of cesspayers, and very 
great dissatisfaction will be occasioned. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In connec- 
tion with light railways, and other charges 
which the Government are asked to sup- 
port, in the first place, it must be remem- 
bered that in this grant we are following, 
so far as conveniently can be done, the 
precedent of the English grant, and in 
the English Act there is nothing corre- 
sponding to this charge at all. In the 
second place, these railways must be 
regarded as having been started and 
carried on, more or less, in the nature 
of commercial undertakings, and in that 
respect they are different from roads. 
It is perfectly true that the promoters 
sought assistance from the baronies, but 
assistance is also given by the Treasury. 
Sir, the honourable and learned Member 
for Londonderry appears to think that 
because these lines have not turned out 
as successful as was expected at the time 
Parliament should bear the cost of 
the mistakes of the grand jury, but I 
am unable to take that view. I cannot 
see that anybody can complain, because 
what was believed by the grand jury 
would turn out to be a successful under- 
taking did not turn out successful; and 
I cannot understand why on that ground 
Parliament should take over upon its 
own shoulders the burdens which have 
been incurred by the grand jury. But, 
Sir, in estimating the value of these light 
railways to the localities, we must regard 
these charges, in a certain sense, as 
improvement charges, and the honour- 
able and learned Member for London- 
derry and those who followed him 
can, I think, hardly have taken into 
consideration the benefit such railways 
are to the individual agriculturist and 
the facilities they offer him to reach the 
markets. Then, Sir, it is only fair to 
remember that a considerable number of 
these charges are of a temporary 
character. But even if these railways 
do not confer a benefit on the locality 
fully equivalent to the charges I still 
hold that they must be regarded, in some 
sense, as improvement charges. What 
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we are now asked to do is to give a 
grant in perpetuity in respect of railways, 
the charges for which in many places 
will cease after a certain number of years 
have passed. And, lastly, let me remind 
the Committee that we have already 
included this case. I admit that in some 
eases the burden is so heavy that it is 
eminently desirable that some relief 
should be afforded. I think, however, 
that we have very fairly hit the proper 
limit in fixing upon sixpence as the rate 
beyond which Government assistance 
shall be given. I will just give one or 
two cases. In the case of the county of 
Kerry, the excess over the sixpenny rate 
amounts to £12,206, so that the Govern- 
ment pay half. In Cork the excess amounts 
to £4,767, and we pay half that. The 
amount of excess in Leitrim over six- 
pence is £2,762 ; in Tyrone, about £1,205. 
Waterford is also a case in which the 
charge is heavy, and if nothing is done 
in connection with the railway scheme to 
relieve that line the charge in 1899 will 
amount to £5,600. I think it will be 
seen that where there is a real hardship 
—that is to say, where the benefit to 
the locality is probably very greatly 
inferior to the charge—our plan will give 
adequate relief. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will you 
give us the total figures? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The total 
figures over sixpence are £28,750, and 
the Government contribute half of it— 
that is, £14,375. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Will you 
give us the figures for Waterford again? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The figures 
for Waterford in excess over the sixpenny 
rate amount to £5,600, and the Govern- 
ment pay half—that is, £2,800. 


*Mr. M. HEALY (Cork): The right 
honourable Gentleman says my Friend 
the honourable Member for Londonderry 
has put this hard case in Ireland as 
being one in which the Government is 
asked to redress the mistakes of grand 
juries. Now, Mr. Lowther, I will not 
put it in that way. I will say that we 
are asking this House to redress the 
mistakes of the Parliament of 1883. I 
take leave to say that the Tramways Act 
was as ill-considered a piece of legisla- 
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tion as ever emerged from the portals of 


this House. I quite admit that the 
object which the Government of that 
day had in view was an excellent object, 
and was undoubtedly intended to do 
good in Ireland. And there is this to be 
said for it, that if it was not a good Act 
in itself, it did subsequent good, because 
in the railway legislation of the Conserva- 
tive Government of 1886 those mistakes 
were avoided. The railway legislation of 
1888-89, with which the name of the 
First Lord of the Treasury is associated, 
proceeded on proper lines, and did an 
enormous amount of good. The railway 
legislation of 1883 had almost every 
possible vice which it could have. Now, 
Mr. Lowther, what was the result of the 
legislation of 1883? The Government of 
that day said— 

“We think it desirable that the construction 
of light railways should be assisted in Ireland, 
especially in those districts which, trom their 
poverty, are unable to assist themselves.” 


And accordingly, Sir, Parliament did 
what seemed to be a most gene 
rous thing, for it proposed that 


out of the funds of the Imperial Parlia- 
ment we should Vote a _ subsidy, not 
exceeding two per cent. on the capital 
spent on these railways; and a most 
generous proposal that seemed to be, and 
I have no doubt that it was, as I have 


said, exceedingly well intended. But, 
Sir, owing to the method which the 


Government devised for giving that two 
per cent., instead of being a blessing to 
the districts for which it was intended, it 
has largely proved a curse. Now, Mr. 
Lowther, the Irish Members of that day 
said to the Government, “ You are going 
to guarantee that two per cent. out of 
the Imperial funds. If you guarantee 
that two per cent. direct to the investor 
you will get your money practically at 
three per cent.” Sometimes there are 
periods when it would be impossible to 
get the money even at 34 per cent., and 
there were periods when it might have 
been possible to get it at two per cent. 
But, instead of giving the money directly 
to the investor, the Government left the 
investor to get his guarantee from the 
baronies. They said: “ We will come to 
the relief of the baronies so far as their 
guarantee is over three per cent.” Now, 
what was the effect which the baronies 
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had in most cases? Why, they had to 
offer a guarantee of five per cent., in 
order to get the investors to put their 
money in these concerns. The result is 
that the bulk of the light railways have 
had to be constructed on five per cent. 
guarantees. Well, of course, Mr. Low- 
ther, the effect of that was to make the 
grants which the Imperial Parliament 
gave almost worthless for the purpose of 
assisting the localities. If the Imperial 
Parliament had said, “ We will guarantee 
three per cent. and we will collect one 
and a half per cent. at the baronies,” and 
if they had said, “we will guarantee 
two per cent. direct to the investor,” the 
money would have been had at one-half 
the rate of interest. Now, all these rail- 
ways had to be constructed on five per 
cent. guarantees, and these are now pay- 
ing three per cent., which, I say, was 
wantonly imposed upon them by the 
Government of that day, when they 
might have saved this money from the 
fund of the Imperial Parliament by 
simply saying, * We will give the guarantee 
direct to the investor.” Well, now, Sir, 
what other mistake did the Imperial 
Government of that day make, in the 
face of the protest of the Irish Mem- 
bers! Why, they left the construction— 
they left the decision as to where these 
lines should be constructed, and as to 
where the guarantee should be given in 
Ireland, in the hands of the grand jury. 
Ido not suggest that the grand jury did 
not do their duty under the Act. I have 
had a great deal of experience before 
the grand jury in Cork, and I think it 
did its work admirably under the Tram- 
ways Act. But, Sir, they made mistakes, 
and as the result of those mistakes 
there are some districts in the county of 
Cork in which the localities are at the 
present day paying from ls. 6d. to 
ls. 10d. in the £, in consequence of a 
guarantee imposed upon these localities 
against the wishes of the people of the 
locality. I quite conceive that the grand 
jury acted for the best, but if the grand 
jury, when they were arranging these 
guarantees, had knewn that half of the 
rate would be deducted from their own 
rate, they would have been a great deal 
more cautious than they were; and 
nothing can be more unsatisfactory than 
a grand jury dealing with a guarantee 
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made under the Tramways Act, as con- 
trasted with their action when you go 
before them asking for a guarantee for 
a private Bill, when the rate is made 
divisible between the landlord and the 
tenant. It is almost impossible to get 
any guarantee from the grand jury for 
the purpose of a Parliamentary Bill, 
whereas in a large number of these 
Tramway Act cases they give guaran- 
tees, notwithstanding a very considerable 
opposition from the locality concerned. 
My honourable Friend has said that in 
most of these cases the localities were 
clamouring for the railways. That is not 
so, as far as my experience ‘goes. A sec- 
tion of the locality was almost always in 
favour of them, or probably they would 
never have been made. In two cases I 
know of the tramways were fought 
fiercely by a very large section of the 
cesspayers of the district. Of course, 
there was no machinery for ascertain- 
ing whether a majority or a minority of 
the cesspayers were in favour of it, but 
one thing is certain, and that is that 
there was a very fierce opposition, and 
the grand jury, in the face of that oppo- 
sition, would take no responsibility, so 
far as their own pockets were concerned, 
in giving these guarantees. May I be 
permitted to put to the Chief Secretary 
one consideration as regards the mode 
of relief which he proposes to give them, 
which, I think, ought to satisfy him 
that that method is certainly not effi- 
cient? He has taken the basis at 6d. in 
the £, and he has said that wherever 
the rate exceeds 6d. we will pay half, 
but wherever the rate is under 6d. 
we will make no contribution. That, Mr. 
Lowther, has this merit: that, no doubt, 
6d. in the £ ought to be the extreme 
limit which any light railway ought to 
cost a locality. I think, Sir, that in an 
Irish rural area a rate in excess of 6d. 
in the £, for,the purpose of a tramway 
guarantee is too large a charge, and is 
in Ireland in excess of any advantages 
which may be supposed to flow from it. 
But all these tramway rates are differen- 
tial rates. All the railway rates—and, in 
fact, all the rates imposed by the Rail- 
way Acts, are differential rates. That 
is so. When the liability of the locality 
is being assessed, either the grand jury, 
in the case of the tramways, or the 
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arbitrators, in the case of the Railways 
Act, inquire into the matter, and they 
consider to what extent the various loca- 
lities are to be taxed, and how they will 


be benefited by the lines, and they 
graduate the rate on which the 
locality is charged in proportion 


to the benefits which that locality is sup- 
posed to derive from the lines. Now let 
me point out what will follow from the 
right honourable Gentleman’s proposal. 
Suppose a tramway or railway is made, 
and suppose there are two areas of taxa- 
tion. The area in the immediate locality 
of the lines, of course,is most benefited, 
and is consequently most highly taxed. 
But the locality remote from the line 
derives comparatively little benefit, and, 
consequently, is lightly taxed. But, Sir, 
in making the tax heavy in the one case 
and light in another, the grand jury in 
the one case and the arbitrators in the 
other have, in computing the amounts, 
to consider the relative advantages which 
those districts will derive, and the 
localities near the lines ought to bear this 
heavy tax, because of the advantages 
which they will derive from it. Now, the 
right honourable Gentleman, in giving re- 
lief under this clause in Ireland, ignores 
that method. He will, Sir, relieve the 
locality near the lines where the rate 
exceeds sixpence, although, by virtue of 
the Act of Parliament, that portion of 
the line is supposed to derive special 
advantages from it. And, whereas he 
relieves that portion of the guarantee 
area, he gives no relief to the portion 
of the area which is some distance away. 
That, Sir, is very unjust, because the tax 
in that case is under 6d. in the £. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The honour- 
able Member lays down, apparently as his 
example, that of proportional advantage, 
but that has nothing to do with the pro- 
posal of the Government. My point is 
this, that where taxation in respect of 
these particular charges is so heavy as 
to be a pressing burden, there, and there 
only, we ought to grant relief. 


*Mr. M. HEALY: I quite perceive, Mr. 
Lowther, that that is so, but that is 
exactly what I am making a matter of 
complaint. I say that the system of 
relief which the right honourable Gentle- 
man gives is in conflict with the original 
method of imposing taxation as provided 
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by the Act of Parliament. The original 
Acts of Parliament have laid it down 
that the contribution of a locality shall 
be in proportion to the advantage derived 
from the scheme. The right honourable 
Gentleman, in giving his relief, says we 
should not take into consideration at all 
the relative advantages which the dif- 
ferent districts derive from the scheme, 
and we will only consider the fact that 
the taxation is in excess of 6d. in 
the £, though as a matter of fact 
the taxation is in excess of 6d. in 
the £, precisely because, under that 
scheme of the original cost, it was com- 
puted that beyond those areas taxation 
ought to be higher than the taxation in 
the more remote districts. Well, now, 
Mr. Lowther, what I want to say is this: 
the Imperial Parliament made for the 
benefit of Ireland a legislative experi- 
ment. That experiment was full of mis- 
takes, which inflicted grievous evil upon 
Ireland, and upon the localities supposed 
to be benefited. Let me take another 
point in which the Act of 1883 differs 
from the Act of 1888. Now, what did 
the Act of 1888 do? It limited the 
right of whatever benefits the legislation 
of that year might apply to cases in 
which the new railway was worked by 
an existing railway. That was a most 
beneficial proposal, Mr. Lowther, because 
it prevented people from being mulcted 
in large sums for the working expenses 
of the lines. In most of the tramways 
made under the Act of 1883 they were 
not worked or constructed by existing 
railway companies. They were con- 
structed upon a different gauge, and 
worked by separate companies at a large 
expense, with the result that in a great 
many cases the localities have had to find 
not merely the deficiency in dividends, 
but in some cases also the deficiency in 
the working expenses. But Parliament— 
after the experiment of 1883—when they 
were passing the Light Railways Act two 
years ago, avoided all the mistakes that 
they were warned against by the Irish 
Members, which were committed in the 
Act of 1883. I do say, Mr. Lowther, in 
view of the fact that these localities are 
being “ blistered.” in a way which people 
in this country have no conception of, 
because for these light railways heavy 
guarantee taxes have been imposed on 
the ordinary taxes, and these are heavier 
than anything existing in England—in 
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view of this fact, Mr. Lowther, while 
there is something to be said for the 
principle that each district should contri- 
bute to some extent for this purpose, as 
being to some extent improvement 
charges—I think, Sir, that the right 
honourable Gentleman has made this 
mistake, at any rate, that the relief he 
has given should have been given out 
of the agricultural grant, and not out of 
the licences which we are dealing with 
in a subsequent clause, where, Mr. Low- 
ther, it will have this additional dis- 
advantage, that every penny which is 
given under the relief of these railways 
may, in a few years’ time, be money 
taken away from the support of lunatics, 
or from other local purposes which are 
provided for in this clause. I would 
press upon the right honourable Gentle- 
man, if he is willing to undertake the 
whole burden of these charges so far as 
he has taken that burden in the case of 
county cess, that, at any rate, he should 
say that something more should be done 
for these localities than is being done in 
this clause, and that he should see that 
the relief which is to be given should be 
given out of the agricultural grant, and 
not out of the licences. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I support 
this Amendment because I have personal 
experience of the way these light railways 
are thrust upon us. In my county of 
Leitrim there was one constructed under 
the Act of 1883, and I know that that 
railway was forced on the people by the 
grand jury, and will briefly explain to the 
right honourable Gentleman how it came 
to pass, and was constructed in the 
manner in which it was in Leitrim. 
There was a very clever gentleman there 
—an engineer—who also happened to be 
at that time one of the leading landlords 
in Leitrim, and he was able, by his influ- 
ence, to rig the grand jury, and by that 
means he got this railway passed. In 
addition to being engineer of the line he 
took care that in purchasing the land 
the landlords should get full value 
for their land, and he managed that the 
line should run through most of his own 
property, and he secured 30 years’ pur- 
chase, and besides that, whether the land 
through which it passed was mountain, 
bog, or waste land, he secured for the 


{18 May 1898} 





(Treland) Bilt. 22 


other members of the grand jury, to 
whom it belonged, 30 years’ purchase. 
The result was that the line was over- 
capitalised, and from that day to this it 
has never paid but little more than its 
working expenses. In the last Parlia- 
ment I introduced a Bill on the subject 
of the Government guarantee of this line, 
and after a great deal of pressure, I was 
successful in getting the Treasury to take 
up the Bill in an emasculated form, and 
it was eventually passed into law. The 
effect of that Bill in releasing some 
claim that the Government had was, 
that the taxes were reduced from Is. 2d. 
to about 10d., which, I think, was the 
last cess. 
from the right honourable Gentleman 
some information on a point which is 
of considerable interest in the consti- 
tuency—that is, whether this sixpenny 
limit applies to the charge for the year, 
or to a half-yearly charge? These 
light railway charges are guaranteed by 
the county cess, which is collected half- 
yearly, and that is 9s. in the £ at pre- 
sent in Limerick, and I want to know 
whether it will be a yearly charge or a 
half-yearly charge? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It will 
apply to a yearly charge for a light rail- 
way. 


Mr. TULLY: The result then will be 
that the people who are paying ls. 6d. 
will get an advantage of Is. 


*Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): My 
constituents are very much interested in 
this question, because one of these light 
railways runs for several miles through 
my constituency in the county of Fer- 
managh, and I have been inundated with 
resolutions from public bodies, and with 
private letters, asking me to do what is 
possible—which is very little, I am 
afraid—to obtain some redress, and I 
am sure that both the right honour- 
able Gentlemen opposite must have had 
communications of a similar nature 
and personal interviews as_ well. 
This railway means an _ additional 
guaranteed tax of 8d. or 9d. in the £; 
I mean additional to the ordinary rate. 
That is a very serious tax upon poor 
people in the immediate locality that 
these lines run through, because many 
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of them live several miles from the rail- 
way ; poor people living in mountainous 
districts are charged 8d. or 9d. addi- 
tional to the ordinary county cess, and 
they feel it to be a very great tax. Iwas 
in the country before I came here, 
and one poor widow showed me her 
receipt for the county cess, and it ap- 
peared to me to be a very serious thing 
that she should have to pay county cess 
for these light railways. That is how it 
operates in the locality through which it 
passes ; and although it may be a matter 
of no consequence to the Treasury Bench 
that a tax of this sort should press 
heavily upon the poor widow, yet to her 
and to other people it is a very serious 
matter. This railway is as much a road 
for all practical purposes as any main 
road in the district, and it is proved to 
be a road, because since it was made 
traffic has lessened upon the main roads 
in the district, and the maintenance 
charges for the main roads in that dis- 
trict havelessened to a very considerable 
extent. Those who live outside these 
taxed areas will be relieved to a very 
great extent, while those who live 
within the taxed area will have to con- 
tinue to pay this additional rate, and we 
consider that it is most unfair to refuse 
out of this grant to relieve those who 
are within the area. The Chief Secre- 
tary, in reply to the honourable 
Member for Derry, said that this de- 
mand had no precedent in England. 
When it suits the right honourable 
Gentleman he can depart from English 
precedent quite easily, and I do not see 
why that argument of English prece- 
dent should be used in order that we 
should not get relief from this oppres- 
sive tax. He said that in certain cases 
he could not grant our request because 
these railways were of the nature of a 
commercial undertaking. Well, if it 
was a commercial undertaking, why did 
he ask for a guarantee? Any ordinary 
commercial undertaking should stand on 
its own merits, without any agricultural 
or rural guarantee whatever. Then 
the right honourable Gentleman as 
signed as another reason why he 
should not accede to our demands 
that it brought some benefit to the indi- 
vidual cesspayer. What benefit does it 
bring to the individual cesspayer who 
lives within the area of his railway! 
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The benefit that it brings to the indi- 
vidual cesspayer so far as this line ig 
concerned is 9d. in the £ addi- 
tional taxation. If the right honour. 
able Gentleman calls that a benefit I do 
not. Ido not think it is a benefit at 
all. I admit that there is some benefit, 
and I have said so to people who have 
spcken to me on the subject. I have said 
that better means of ingress and egress 
are an advantage. But certainly, 
although that is an advantage, it is not 
an advantage sufficient to compen- 
sate for this excessive charge. The Chief 
Secretary says that he has hit upon th: 
proper figure in fixing 6d. in the 
£. That is a matter of opinion. 
He may think he has hit upon the right 
figure, but we think he has not. The 
only advantage that we get out of his 
consideration is ld. or 14d. in the 
£, and, when people are so poor as 
these people are, that seems to be a 
very small amount of reduction; and [ 
think, under all circumstances, that 
the reasons assigned by the Chief Secre. 
tary for his persistent antagonism to this 
Amendment aye not at all weighty, and 
quite unworthy of his high abilities, and 
I feel sure that if this Amendment did 
not involve money, and if the right 
honourable Gentleman were not in- 
fluenced by the Treasury, he would not 
use such flimsy arguments. I hope he 
has not said his last word in relation 
to this question. We feel that this tax 
is ressing very heavily upon the poor 
people, and that it will press heavier in 
the future. Only this morning I had a 
letter from that locality in which it 
stated that the oats were being swept 
from the ground by cold and rain and 
frost, and it is expected that there will 
not be more than half a crop this year. 
It is so, whether the Attorney General 
approves of it or not, and to us who live 
in the country it is a most serious con- 
sideration that we are to have bad crons 
for another year, because, in proportion 
as we have bad crops, these taxes weigh 
far heavier upon us. I repeat, that to 
us in rural districts this is a vital ques- 
tion, whatever it may be to high profes- 
sional gentlemen who, excellent though 
they may be, do not feel the pinch of 
these things with their high salaries. 
But, though we cannot expect them to 
have our feelings in the matter, we do 
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expect them to listen to us who are 
mixed up with the country, and the 
people who know all about it, and who 
feel for these poor people, as we have a 
right to feel, under all the circumstances. 
I do hope that the Chief Secretary will 
not persist in ignoring the wishes and 
convictions of the Members who repre 
sent the people—Members on both sides 
cf the House. All Irish Members are 
agreed upon this question, and I do not 
think that the Chief Secretary ought to 
refuse us so reasonable a request. 


*Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry W.): 
I am sorry that the Chief Secre- 
tary will not agree to accept the Amend- 
ment. {do not know whether he has 
said nis last word, but I should like to 
suggest to him this: would it be pos- 
sible to include in the scope of the agri- 
cultural grant charges for light railways 
which have been already made, and to 
exclude charges in respect of railways 
constructed in the future? I will go 
further, and not ask quite so much. I 
would not ask to have the interest which 
is paid on the capital sum of these rail- 
ways included in the agricultural grant, 
but I would ask the Government whether 
they would make a contribution towards 
the working expenses under the Agricul- 
tural Act. Under all circumstances 
I think the Chief Secretary ought 
to consider the suggestion I have made 
to him. I do not at all myself approve of 
the system under which these light rail- 
ways have been built, and I do not think 
the effect of my proposal will be to en- 
courage the make of these railwaysin the 
future. We grand jurors have proposals 
constantly made to us for the building of 
light railways ; we have deputations from 
residents in the different localities coming 
and asking us to agree to these guaran- 
tees being given. We have engineers in 
swarms, with wonderful plans, and they 
ask us to believe that the railways will 
be for the benefit of the country. In my 
own country we have never yet agreed 
to a light railway, and, so far as I am 
ecncerned, we never will. Inasmuch as 
my proposal, at all events, will not en- 
courage the making of these light rail- 
ways, I think it is one which the Govecn- 
ment might reasonably consider. 


Mr. POWER: The right honourable 
Gentleman proposes to give relief to cer- 
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tain localities under certain conditions, 
but I very much doubt whether he will 
find funds available for that relief, be- 
cause, remember, although for the first 
years you may have this fund, anyone 
conversant with local taxation in Ireland 
knows that the local taxes are steadily 
increasing, and I doubt very much 
whether there will be available funds 
from which to give the very small relief 
that the right honourable Gentleman pro- 
poses to give. The right honourable 
Gentleman professed that he was almost 
omnipotent with the Treasury, and said 
that any claims he made on the Trea- 
sury would be adopted. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I never 
said that the Treasury would actually 
give me anything I asked. What I said 
was in connection with the distress of the 
west of Ireland, and only had relation 
to that distress. 


Mr. POWER: I will admit that the 
remerk which the right honourable 
Gentleman did make was in connection 
with the distress, but wecan easily gather 
that if he placed the case of the rate- 
payers before the Treasury they would 
look with a favourable eye on his applica- 
tion. My principal objection to this six- 
penny limit is this—that I believe that 
in my own case, where these railways 
have been constructed, it will give abso- 
lutely no relief to those who are the 
most aggrieved. As my honourable 
Friend the Member for Cork very lucidly 
explained, when these railways were first 
constructed arbitrators were appointed 
to apportion the tax, and they naturally 
imposed a heavier tax in the localities 
which were especially benefited by these 
railways, and in the remote baronies they 
lessened these charges considerably. Now, 
in the county which I have represented 
in this House for a good many years, we 
pay the railway an average rate of 
114d. in the £. We have paid it for 22 
years, and we are liable for 18 years 
more. In the barony in which I live 
myself it is 11}d., and in the adjoining 
barony it is 1s. 3d.; but in various other 
baronies, the inhabitants of which have 
never seen the railway, it is 6d. and 44d.. 
so that these people will derive little or no 
benefit from this railway—will derive no 
advantage whatever from the proposal of 
the right honourable Gentleman. As has 
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been clearly and accurately put before 
the Committee, these charges should be 
apportioned in the different baronies ac- 
cording to the advantage which they 
would derive in the opinion of an arbi- 
trator. I think it is most reasonable that 
the condition of these people—advan. 
tages which they derive from the rail- 
ways should be taken into consideration. 
As I have said, the various baronies in 
my constituency that are taxed to the 
tune of 6d. will derive no advantage ; and 
I am sure, from my knowledge of that 
locality, that the vast number of people 
in these baronies have never even seen 
the railway in question, and have derived 
absolutely no advantage from the tax 
which they have paid. 


Mr. DILLON: There are just two 
points in connection with this matter 
on which I should like to speak. These 
railways are being taken into account 
in raising the rents by the landlords, 
-although these railways are guaranteed, 
and the rates are paid by the occupier, 
and therefore, as far as I know, there 
is no provision to prevent the whole of 
the value from being carefully taken into 
account in raising the rent. That, there- 
fore, is an additional reason why the un- 
fortunate ratepayers, who are called upon 
to pay these heavy guarantees, should 
be taken into consideration. The benefit 
of the railway goes permanently to i 
crease the rent of the landlords. The 
other point I want to draw attention to 
is this: the only real argument which has 
been used with any force whatever against 
the Amendment was this, that this is 
only a temporary charge. There is very 
little weight in that argument. {[t is 
perfectly competent, as admitted by the 
right honourable Gentleman yesterday, 
for the Local Government Board, whea 
they are making their certificate regard- 
ing the amount to be raised, to give effect 
to the fact that it is a temporary charge, 
and to vary the amount accordingly, so 
that an amount of relief might be given. 
Considering that the charges are not 
permanent, that would be practically 
apen to the Local Government Board to 
do, and all the difference would be a3 


between the system which he _ has 
adopted and the system which we 
claim, and that difference would 


be that one system would afford a 
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certainty of just relief to the ratepayers, 
and that the other system is uncertain, 
and, as was explained with much convine- 
ing lucidity by the honourable Member fo¢ 
Cork, it does not afford a just relief ; and 
[ think it would be impossible to put 
a case with greater force and clearness 
than was put by the honourable Member 
for Cork. 





Sir R. PENROSE FITZGERALN 
(Cambridge): I am very much incline} 
to agree with the honourable Members for 
Cork and Fermanagh with regard to light 
railways. I have sat upon some grand 
juries in the county of Cork where 4 
great many of these light railways have 
been brought before us for a great num- 
ber of years past, and if this Amend- 
ment dealt only with light railways | 
should be inclined to vote for it : but 
it goes a great deal further than light 
railways. I see that there is an Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the 
honourabls Member for South Dublin 
which is only to leave out sub-sec- 
tion 1, the section which deals with 
railways. That Amendment will afford 
us an opportunity of recording 
our opinion about this question with. 
out involving us in an_ expression 
of opinion about the piers and harboura, 
Perhaps, therefore, it would be as well 
that this Amendment should be with. 
drawn, and the opinion of the House 
taken on the Amendment I have referred 
to. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.): 
From experience of the promo- 
tion of these light railways I can 
safely say that the approval of the 
various representative bodies, such as the 
poor law guardians, and so on, was one 
of the things most relied upon by the 
promoters when they came to make their 
application to the grand jury—that they 
should be able to show that the poor law 
boards of the poor law guardians in the 
district, as well as the presentment ses 
sions, approved of that—and, certainly, 
my experience induces me to believe that 
the benefits that these light railways con- 
fer are very much under-estimated. I 
know myself that one of the most 
experienced agriculturists in the county 
of Cork, a man of considerable ability 
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and conspicuous honesty, swore that by 
the means of one of these light railways 
the price of three-year-old cattle at a fair 
‘was increased by as much as 7s. 6d. 
That was a guaranteed railway. Then 
there is another matter. When 
guaranteed light railways are made, the 
valuation of the railway is in many 
instances ten times as much as the valua- 
tion of the land through which it runs. 
For instance, there is the railway from 
Mallow to Killarney and on to Trale:, 
and the valuation of that line is more 
than ten times the valuation of the land 
through which it passes, and the country 
get back in the shape of the increased 
taxation a very large sum indeed 





*Mr. M. HEALY: From themselves. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Whether it pays 
working expenses or not. If, for 
instance, the land on which a railway 1s 
made only contributes £50 a year in 
county cess, and the railway is valued 
at ten times the valuation of that land, 
the railway pays back £500 a year in 
the shape of taxation. Now, as to this 
sixpenny rate, the only suggestion 
made is that it should not be a general 
relief, but that we should rather give 
relief where the burden exceeds the bene- 
fit. Honourable Members admit that 
there is a benefit; and this proposal 
would come to this: that we should 
enter into some _ abstruse _ calcula- 
tion of some kind, and endeavour 
to discover when the benefit from the 
railway exceeds the burden of the rate, 
and when the burden of the rate exceeds 
the benefit of the railway, and then that 
we are to give relief only in the latter 
cases, and in no others. That would be 
an absolutely impossible task. The 
honourable Member for Waterford said 
that some of the people in the remoter 
baronies had never seen the railways, and 
are obliged to pay 6d. in the pound 
towards the guarantee, whilst others, 
taking full advantage out, only pay 6d, 
and he thinks we ought to adopt some 
system w.ereby the latter class should 
pay more and the former less. It would 
be quite impossible to carry that into 
effect. The honourable Member for East 
Mayo said that the making of new lines 
was a benefit to the landlords; but the 
burdens must be taken into account to 
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decrease the rent, and the benefits must 
be taken into account to increase it, 
and, if the burden is greater than the 
benefit, the balance must go in reduo- 
tion. The honourable Member for Cork 
complains at the form in which 
the relief of these guarantees is 
given. What the Treasury has 
done is this: they say, we will 
come to the relief of the baronies, but, 
first of all there must be a deduc- 
tion from the net earnings of the lines 
which must go in payment of the 
guarantee ; then it is only the overplus 
that bears upon the ratepayers, and as 
regards that overplus we will contribute 
2 per cent. towards it. 


*Mr. M. HEALY: The guarantee is a 
guarantee in default of the railway not 
paying expenses. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Quite so; and it 
is because of that that the Treasury only 
contribute 2 per cent. of the amount that 
would fall upon the baronies in any 
particular year ; but the honourable Mem- 
ber was in error in supposing that there 
was any objection whatever to the 
guarantee taking that form. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): We 
fought it then. 


*Mr. M. HEALY: Certainly, there was 
an objection. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I said so a dozen 
times myself. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is not worth 
going into an argument about. It is 
absolutely impossible to give relief in 
any other form, or to enter into this 
abstruse calculation as to when there is 
a benefit and when there is a burden, and 
only give assistance if the burden 
exceeds the benefit. I think the honour- 
able Member for Fermanagh entirely mis- 
understood the meaning and cause of the 
faint smile in which I was indulging. I 
am not sure myself whether he does not 
disagree altogether with the honourable 
Member for Cork City as to the nature 
and effect of the guarantee. Probably it 
may be that he has only intervened in 
the Debate in answer to the importuni- 
ties of that widow. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: In discussing this 
matter the Government have not taken 
into account the history of this legisla- 
tion. In 1880 Mr. Forster, when he 
brought in his original Relief of Distress 
Bill first, in that Measure shadowed forth 
the terms of this new legislation. His 
proposition was that the baronies should 
have the power to make these tramways, 
and he provided that the rate should be 
divided between the owner and the occu- 
pier, but so strong was the resistance 
of the Irish Members to throwing any 
rate on the occupier that the scheme was 
refused by the Irish Party, and Mr. 
Forster had to drop it. What is the 
history of the Act of 1883? Remarkable 
to say, it was brought in upon the 7th 
August. Is not that a remarkable date 
in which to bring in a great public Bill 
just as Parliament was about to adjourn! 
On the 14th August the Second Reading 
was moved, and on the back of that 
remarkable Bill was the name of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies. Why was 
it passed? Because it was part of the 
Kilmainham Treaty. There were clauses 
in the Bill, not merely dealing with 
tramways, but excellent clauses by which 


power was taken for migration, by which 
public bodies could get certain moneys 
for migration, which was a very valuable 
provision, but which broke down in 


actual operation. For the sake of get- 
ting the migration clauses through, Mr. 
Parnell compelled us, in spite of the 
resistance of Mr. Biggar and myself, to 
withdraw opposition to the Bill, and let 
it go through in the form in which it was 
proposed by the Government. It is 
remarkable, when dealing with the 
question are now, to hear the 
opinions of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. We proposed Amendments 
again and again for the protection of 
the poorer baronies, and this was the 
kind of answer we got: and nothing but 
the strong personal influence of Mr. 
Parnell would have induced Mr. Biggar 
or myself to give way in the foolish 
manner we did. When I moved that the 
guarantee should not at least exceed 
4 per cent., I said the Treasury took 
very good care not to be liable for more 


we 


than 2 per cent., and it was only reason-; 
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able that the barony should not be called 
upon to pay more than 2 per cent., and 
here is the reply of the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies to my Amendment op 
the 17th August, 1883— 


“Mr. Chamberlain said: ‘In the richer 
baronies, where the credit was good, no doubt 
4 per cent. would be a sufficient guarantee; 
but in the poorer baronies he very much 
doubted whether it would be sufficient. If 
the Amendment were adopted, he was very 
much afraid it would have the effect of throw- 
ing the whole expenditure upon the richer 
counties, and of excluding the poorer 
districts.’ ” 


So that there we find the present Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies opposing 
the Irish Members, and trying to get this 
Bill through in the interests which then 
prevailed, not considering how it 
affected the unfortunate  ratepayer 
or the  cesspayer, but  considera- 
tions of a wholly different charac- 
ter. That is one of ‘the most in- 
structive Debates connected with the 
Irish question. The Irish Members 
took every point, and pointed out every 
distress which would be likely to occur. 
That Bill was forced upon us in conneec- 
tion with some Imperial guarantee. The 
right honourable Gentleman the Attorney 
General has said that all these guaran- 
tees have been fairly considered by the 
Privy Council, and he said that he never 
knew a guarantee brought forward where 
it was not stated that it would do great 
good to the locality. Yes; I have been 
with the right honourable Gentleman in 
Council both for and against these 
schemes. When we were for them we 
said they would do a great deal of good, 
and. if we were against them w: took an 
exactly opposite line. But when the 
right honourable Gentleman said that 
these schemes were all passed with 
general approval I can only say that 
that is not my experience, and what I 
contend for in this Bill is this: you are 
limiting it to 6d. Ii is rather a shabby 
thing, considering you have forced us te 
give 5 per cent. guarantees, when every- 
body knows that if the Treasury had 
come down to a 2 per cent. guarantee, 
and offered that with 1 per cent. for 
the baronies, we should have been able 
to devise very good schemes. Now, the 
right honourable Gentleman says that 
that 6d. will be an absolute 6d. I do 
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not take that view at all. In order to 
get that 6d. for the baronies you may 
have to starve the asylums, and the re- 
sult will be that if the expenditure goes 
on at the present rate there will be no 
6d. at all for the baronies. The fact is 
the Government are, in defence, 
salting the ratepayers with this proposal 
for asylums, having regard to the sug- 
gested passage of this Bill, and I have 
not the slightest doubt now that the 
Government think to themselves that 
they can throw off the asylum expendi- 
ture on to the ratepayers. There will 
be demands from the Board of Control 
for excessive contributions towards these 
lunatics, and before ten years have gone 
nearly every penny of this 6d. guarantee 
in aid of the light railways will have 
gone in support of the lunatic asylums. 
Do not give us the 6d. out of the licences, 
but give us 6d. in addition to the agri- 
cultural grant, and then’we shall be sure 
that we shall have this 6d. absolutely. 
The right honourable Gentleman has 
referred to the Bantry line. It is per- 
fectlv true that lines like that have done 
enormous good, and J am far from deny- 
ing it. But why? Because they were 
well-considered schemes, brought in 
under Lord Redesdale’s clause, and had 
to pass both Houses under Lord Redes- 
dale’s Standing Order, and they had to 
vet the approval of the baronies; and 
the approval of the baronies was not 
forthcoming unless there was a graduated 
system of taxation, and that is why these 
railways have done good, and that is 
why the baronies have assented to them. 
But in the new system of relief that 
you propose there is no such gradual 
taxation. Take a barony like Carbery. 
That is only rated at 1d. or 2d., whereas 
other baronies are rated at 6d., 7d., or 
&d. Your relief is not calculated on thai 
system of a sliding scale which the cir- 
cumstances demand. You are proceed- 


ing as if all these railways were con- 


structed under guarantees under the 
Act of 1880, whereas the converse is 
the case. If anyone wants to know what 
British statesmen really are, let them 
read this Debate in 1883. Let them 
see the demands of the Irish Members 
on the one hand, and compare them 
with the refusals of the English states. 
men on the other. Let them see how 
the legislation has turned out, and then 
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this old Debate will furnish them with 
a short but convincing history of British 
blunders in Irish legislation. 


Amendment negatived. 


*Mr. M. HEALY: 
that Amendment to 
purpose of taking 
Knox’s Amendment 


*Mr. M. HEALY 


the words— 


We have permitted 
be negatived for the 
a Division on Mr. 
lower down. 


moved to leave out 


“The Tramways and Public Companies (Ire- 
land) Act, 1883.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 87; 
Noes 176.—(Division List No. 109.) 


On the return of the Chairman after 
the usual interval, 


Attention was called to the absence of 

quorum, but when the Chairman 
counted 40 Members were found to be 
present. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘ Page 23, line 3, at end, add as a new sub- 
section— 

“(4) The expenses incurred by a sanitary 
authority, whether before or after the passing 
of this Act, in the execution of tlie Labourers 
Acts, 1883 to 1896, shall not be special ex- 
penses, but shall be expenses incurred in rela- 
tion to the business of the council of a rural 
district, and be levied as district charges 
accordingly.” (Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


*Mr. M. HEALY: I have put down as 
an Amendment to the right honourable 
Gentleman’s proposed Amendment, to 
add at the end of line 5— 


“This provision shall apply notwithstandiny: 
that the expenses were, prior to the passing of 
this Act, charged on a contributory place or 
places, and, after the passing of this Act, no 
expenses to be incurred under the said Acts 
shall be charged otherwise than as district 
charges.” 


[ move that Amendment simply to show 
that the Government Amendment does 
not carry out what we understood was 
the intention of the Government. As I 
understand, Sir, as the Labourers Act 
stands at present, it is competent for the 
boards of guardians, who put it in force, 
to make the expenses incurred under 
that Act a special expense, and, of course, 
if that were to be done in future, such 
expenses would be excluded from the 
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agricultural grant. Now, Sir, it has been 
shown that in a great number of cases, I 
do not say all, that boards of guardians 
have charged the expenses on the whole 
union, but it does not appear to me that 
even where they are charged on the 
whole union they would not be a special 
expense, having regard to the fact that 
the Labourers Act distinctly provides 
that they are to be special expenses. 
However, that is not relevant to the 
present situation, because I apprehend 
that the Government Clause does make 
it clear that those charges, whether 
special or not, are not to be taken into 
consideration for the purpose of the agri- 
cultural grant. But what is not clear to me, 
Mr. Lowther, is whether these expenses 
are made by the clause of the Govern- 
ment ordinary charges for the purpose 
of the grant ; that is to say, whether the 
Government grant will cover any ex- 
penses under the Labourers Act, so that 
they do not remain for the purpose of 
being contributed by the district as a 
special expense. The right honourable 
Gentleman will see that the clause to 
which he has moved this Amendment is 
a clause simply providing for the method 
in which the Government grant is to 
be calculated. I think the right honour- 
able Gentleman will admit, as a generai 
proposition, that the purpose of this 
clause is not to provide primarily the 
means by which these expenses are 
be dealt with by the guardians, but that 
it gives directions to the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the Treasury as to the 
principle on which they are to calculate 
the amount of the Agricultural grant. 
And for that reason, Mr. Lowther, when 
I was going to deal with this matter 
before, I thought it would be more cog- 
nate to the subject if it had been dealt 
with under Section 30, which is con- 
versant primarily, not with the amouni 
of the grant, but with the manner in 
which the local authorities are to levy 
these charges. I still think that there 
should be in Section 30 an express enact- 
ment on that point, Section 30 being 
conversant with the method of the charge 
aq distinct from the Government grant, 
while the section we are now on deals 
primarily with the question of the 
Government grant. However, Sir, that 
it only one reason which has induced 
me to put down my amendment. The 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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second reason for which I put it down 
is this: It ig not clear to me that the 
Government Amendment will include ex- 
penses incurred in connection with the 
prior Act; and observe, Mr. Lowther, 
this is rather a serious matter. Here we 
have had in the past boards of guardians 
spending money under the Labourers 
Act in a particular area, and now we 
have the Government coming in 10 yre- 
vide that in future the area of the 
charge shall be changed, and that in 
future they are to be union charges. | 
apprehend that if any court came to 
construe this proposition dealing with it, 
not in relation to the Government grant, 
bué in relation simply to the question 
of chargeability, that they would contend 
that the Government meant to deal with 
the future and not with the past. They 
would construe this clause to mean that 
in future, where guardians are spending 
money on labourers’ cottages, they 
should make the charge a union charge ; 
whereas, as regards the past, where 
liabilities have been incurred, and the 
charge has been made upon particular 
districts, the Government do not intend 
to alter the area. I do not know whether 
the Government will accept my Amend- 
ment; if they do not it may be because 
they de not think it necessary, and no 
doubt the right honourable and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General has 
carefully considered the matter. But I 
would ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man, between this and the Report, to 
consider whether or not it would be 
necessary in addition to the sub-clause 
which the Government are moving to 
add to Section 30 a declaration that, 
both as regards past charges and as re- 
gards future charges, these Labourers 
Act expenses are to be charged on the 
whole union quite irrespective of the 
Government grant. That is the object 
of my Amendment, Mr. Lowther, and I 
will formally move it. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As ws 
present advised, the Government do not 
share the view of the honourable Gentle- 
man ; but, Sir, I know that he is familier 
with these matters, and I will carefully 
look inte the subject before the Repozi 
stage is reached. 
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Mr. M. Heaty withdrew his Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. GeraLtp Batrour’s Amendment 


agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 23, line 3, at end add— 


“ And the provisions of this Act with refer- 
ence to the deduction of any part of the poor 
rate from rent shall not apply in the case of 
any item of the poor rate raised for the pur- 
pose of defraying any charge under the Relief 
of Distress (Ireland) Act, 1880, and the Acts 
amending the same.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


*Mr. M. HEALY: I have put this 
Amendment on the Paper, Sir, in 
order to get an answer from the 
Government as regards the meaning of 
an earlier part of the clause. It may 
have been observed that I put an Amend- 
ment on the Paper to omit a sub-head of 
a previous clause, but that was before 
I had carefully studied the Act of 1880, 
and when I did not understand why the 
Chief Secretary should wish to exclude 
certain charges; but I have since found 
that the loans for those charges have been 
paid by instalments, and, as they had 
only 15 years to run from 1882, they 
will probably all be discharged, and 
expire, if not in the present year, at any 
rate very soon, so that it would not be 
thought reasonable that, in regard to 
Government contributions to the rates, 
we should take into consideration such 
charges as those. I think there is a 
great deal to be said for that view of the 
Government, and, therefore, I did not 
move my Amendment. The reason why 
I want to ask a question now is, not to 
ascertain whether those charges should 
be included or excluded, but to make it 
clear that the Government do not alter 
the incidence of those charges as between 
landlord and tenant. I gather from the 
curious wording of sub-clause 4 that it 
was not in the clause as originally 
drafted, because, as it now stands, it is 
not grammatical, and is in effect nonsense. 
If the right honourable Gentleman will 
look at this clause, which provides that 
the commissioner of valuation shall 


exclude any railway or harbour charges, 
it would read: “any railway or harbour 
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charge—that is to say, any charge in 
connection with any charge in connection 
with,” and so on. Well, it is not a 
mere verbal question that I am raising. 
I want to know what is the definition of 
the words “ railway and harbour charges.” 
I do not think any of those charges were 
really made for those purposes, and most, 
or many, of them were for roads or 
purposes of that kind, and the bulk of 
them cannot be correctly described as 
railway charges, to say nothing about 
harbour charges. If the right honour- 
able Gentleman will look at sub-section 
8 of clause 74 he will see that it is only 
as regards “railway, harbour, navigation, 
or public health ” charges that the exist- 
ing method of distribution between land- 
lord and tenant is preserved. If it were 
not for that enactment the existing 
method would be put an end to by the 
provisions of the section we are now on, 
and what I want to have made quite 
clear is that these charges, which are 
really not railway or harbour charges, 
will, under the definition of railway and 
harbour charges, have the benefit of the 
contribution. That is what I want to 
have made clear, and I think there 
should be some enactment making it 
quite clear that those charges which are 
not really railway or harbour charges 
are covered by the words of sub-section 
8 of clauss 74, which preserve the exist- 
ing method of division between landlord 
and tenant. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It seems to 
me that the honourable Member has 
indulged in a mere verbal criticism. I 
do not think there can be any doubt as 
tc the definition of “railway and harbour 
charges,” and the words “in connection 
with” were intended to apply to the 
subsequent sub-clauses. But, if there is 
found to be any doubt on further con- 
sideration, the matter shall be made clear 
on Report. 


Mr. DILLON: The experience we 
have gained of the Acts passed in 
the last few years should put the 
right honourable Gentleman on _ his 
guard. What he has said may be his 
intention, but I venture to say that when 
this Act comes to be administered it will 
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be found that never in the legisla- 
tion of this or any other House 
of Parliament has a Bill so compli- 
cated as regards its financial clause 
passed into law as this Bill will prove 
to be. I am perfectly convinced that 
many a crux will be raised as regards 
this particular clause. If it were 
attempted to get at the legal effect of 
the exemptions made under this clause, 
or other clauses. of the Bill taken 
together, I venture to say that there are 
not three Members of this House besides 
ths honourable Member for Cork who 
could give any definite opinion as to what 
the whole effect would be. As a matter 
of fact, so enormous is the complexity 
introduced by this Act in regard to the 
arrangements which have been made, or 
are proposed to be made, with regard to 
the readjustment of rent between land- 
lords and termants, the fixing of fair rents 
in future tenancies, and the exemption 
of charges with reference to which 
special accounts will have to be opened, 
that really it will be necessary for the 
Treasury to send down a friendly expert 
to every county council in Ireland, and to 
instruct them inregard to the preparation 
of their accounts. I have followed very 
carefully the lucid explanation of the 
honourable Member for Cork, and I see 
that it will be necessary to make it 
perfectly clear what are the railway and 
harbour charges which will be covered 
so far as this clause is concerned. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
already undertaken to consider the 
matter before the Report, and to make 
it clear, as the honourable Member for 
Cork desires, should it be necessary to 
do so. 


*Mr. H. HEALY: I agree that we have 
no difference with the Government on 
this point in substance, and I accept the 
right honourable Gentleman’s promise to 
consider the matter. I hope that, if 
necessary, he will put an Amendment on 
the Paper to carry out his intention, if 
necessary, and will not suppose that I am 
raising a merely technical question as to 
the effect of this clause. I accept the 
explanation of the right honourable 
Gentleman, and I will ask leave to with- 
draw my Amendment, with this further 
observation: I wish to tell the right 


Mr. Dillon. 
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honourable Gentleman this. It appears 
to me that this and clause 41 might 
well be made one clause on Report. They 
repeat the same matter, and one sub 
clause is a repetition of another, word 
for word. 


Mr. M. Heaty’s Amendment was with- 
drawn. 


Question put— 


“That clause 41, as amended, be added to 
the Bill.” 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I have given 
notice of an Amendment to omit this 
clause, but after the discussion we have 
had I will not move it. But before it is 
finally passed. I would like to say, I find, 
as the result of communications with a 
great many parts of Ireland, that consider- 
able dissatisfaction is felt with regard to 
the guarantees which will be still payable 
by a large number of cesspayers in con- 
nection with tramways and light rail- 
ways. 


Mr. DILLON 4 


word more with regard to this clause. 


I will only say one 


One ot the grounds on which I object to 


it so strongly is that it will add 
enormously to the complexity of the pro- 
ceedings. I will venture to say, from 
having listened myself very carefully to 
what occurred in fixing fair rents by the 
Land Commission, that this Bill will 
make confusion many times worse in the 
minds of the sub-commissioners. Under 
this Act all kinds of mistakes will be 
made. When another investigation is 
made—and the action of the Government 
of late appears to point to a re-investiga- 
tion of the working of the Land Acts 
every two or four years—it will be proved 
beyond all doubt that illegalities of all 
kinds have been perpetrated owing 
to the complexity, which has been 
made worse and worse by successive Acts 
passed in connection with this matter. 
If this clause had been left out, the 
additional burden thrown on the Ex- 
chequer, considering the elasticity of the 
directions that are to be given to the 
Local Government Board in making their 
certificates, will be increased, not by a 
very large sum, because it only affects 
localities ; but I wish to avoid that. The 
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Government have introduced, not only 
into the administration of this Act, but 
the administration of the Land Act, a 
vast additional complexity in a system 
which, Heaven knows, is quite compli- 
cated enough already. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he did 
pot himself believe that the provision of 
the Bill would materially add to the com- 
plication of the considerations which the 
Land Commission had already taken into 
account, 


Clause 41, as amended, agreed to. 
Cuause 42. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 23, line 5, leave out sub-section (1).” 
—_(Mr. M. Healy.) 

*Mr. M. HEALY: I wish to raise on the 
first sub-section of this clause the question 
of whether Ireland is fairly treated in the 
matter of these grants. The right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
told us, when this question was being 
discussed on the Resolution, that Ireland 
was not merely being treated fairly by 
the provisions of this clause, but that 
the Treasury were treating Ireland with 
generosity. Mr. Lowther, when the 
Treasury say they are treating Ire 
land fairly, I always regard the matter 
with some suspicion; but when they go 
further and allege that they are treating 
Ireland generously, it is fair to assume 
that there is some swindle concealed 
in the transaction. I have subjected 
the provisions of this clause to such 
examination as I was able to give it; 
and I venture to say that I can demon- 
strate that, so far from Ireland being 
treated either with justice or generosity, 
Ireland is getting—having regard to 
the principle on which local grants have 
been given to the three countries for 
the past 10 years—the sum of about 
£40,000 less than she ought to get. I 
understand the argument of the right 
honourable Gentleman was this: Eng- 
land, he said, in 1888 got, in lieu of 
certain local taxation grants, her licences. 
By this Act we take away local grants 
of an analogous character, and we give 
to Ireland, in lieu of this grant, hee 
licences. But, says he, the argument 





against that course of proceeding i is this: 
in England the amount of the local 
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licences exceeded the amount of the 
local grants; in Ireland the amount 
of the licences is less than the 
amount of the local grants, and accord- 
ingly, he went on to say, we have 
taken that into consideration, and we 
have found that the amount by which 
the English licences exceeded the amount 
of the English grant was 144 per cent. ; 
accordingly, says he, we have calculated 
how much would be a fair allowance for 
Ireland, so as to give her in respect of 
this grant a similar excess, and we have 
calculated that amount to be £79,000. 
The amount of the licences would be 
about £200,000, and this £79,000 would 
not merely make up the deficiency as 
between the former sum and the amount 
of the local grants, but would give an 
excess of something like £35, 000, or 
about 143 per “cent. The right 
honourable Gentleman claims that by 
this grant of £79,000 he will do 
for Ireland exactly what was done by 
giving England the licences. That, I 
understand, is his view of what is just. 
He goes on to say that we are not only 
just, but generous, because, when we 
were making this grant in England in 
1888, we took into consideration that the 
making of that grant was doing Ireland 
some injustice. We then measured out 
the sum of £40,000—called since the 
Exchequer contribution. We gave that 
grant to Ireland ever since to compen- 
sate for the 144 per cent; and we now 
give her the 144 per cent. excess, irre- 
spective of that £40,000. That is his 
justification for the contention of the 
Treasury that it has not only been just, 
but generous. Well, I wish to observe 
that all that is founded on a com- 
plete fallacy. When we are dealing 





with the British Treasury we may 
always fairly rely that the figures 
they give us are tolerably accu- 


rate. What we always have to appre- 
hend when we are dealing with the 
British Treasury is not falsification of 
figures, but juggling in the method of 
calculation. The Treasury is always try- 
ing to find out some method of calcula- 
tion which will serve England and injure 
Ireland. I claim that in this alleged 
generous proposal involved in_ this 
grant they have followed this well- 
recognised principle, and that the 
generosity consists simply of their having 
C2 
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derived a method of calculation calculated 
to injure Ireland to the extent of £40,000 
per annum. Our position is this: the 
principle on wuich local grants ought to 
be made from the Imperial Exchequer was 
fixed in 1888. It was fixed, not hap- 
hazard, but as the result of an elaborate 
series of calculations, made not by us 
but by the then Conservative Chancellor 
of the Exchequer; and the principle on 
whit a the contribution was fixed was 
this. that whenever the Imperial Parlia- 
ment was from Imperial sources making 
a grant in aid of local rates, this grant 
should be given on the ratio that Eng- 
land should get 80 per cent. of the total 
grant, that Scotland should get 11 per 
cent., and that Ireland should get 9 per 
cent. Observe that that method of cal- 
culation takes no cognisance whatever of 
the sources from which local grants are 
derived. I remember a year ago, when I 
had less knowledge of this subject than I 
have now, I thought that on the question 
of the probate grant the Treasury was 
doing Ireland an injustice. I put a ques- 
tion to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
directed to show that the 9 per 
cent. ratio did injustice to Ireland 
on the ground that Ireland’s propor- 
tion of the duty was more than 9 per 
cent. The right honourable Gentle- 
man said that was a complete mistake, 
for if Ireland’s share of the local grants 
was to be measured from the amount 
contributed by her to the probate duty 
she would be getting, not 9 per cent., 
but a great deal less; because, he said, 
Treland’s contribution to the probate duty 
was far less than 9 per cent., and that 
Parliament in the year 1888 fixed the 
ratio of Ireland’s share in the probate 
duty grant, not with reference to the 
amount of Ireland’s contribution to the 
probate duty, but with reference to 
Ireland’s contribution to the whole 
taxation of the country; and the point, 
of course, is an obvious one. Ireland is 
oppressed in the matter of taxation, not 
by her contributions to direct taxes, but 
by her contributions to indirect taxes. 
In England, as we know, during the 
last 50 years, the total proportion of 
indirect taxation compared with the 
direct taxation has been reduced, as I 
understand, from something like 50 per 
cent. to something like 20 per cent. I 
think I am right in saying that 50 years 
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44 
ago the proportion of direct and indirect 
taxes in England was about half and 
half. Of course that was a most 
oppressive system for the poorest class, 
By a beneficial fiscal change since then 
England’s burden of taxation has been 
entirely shifted, and now indirect taxes 
in England yield something less than 25 
per cent., and the direct taxes something 
like 75 per cent. At the present moment 
Ireland’s contribution in indirect taxes is 
something like 75 per cent. To estimate 
Ireland’s share in any local grant, there. 
fore, on the basis of the particular tax, out 
of which the local grant is given, would 
be most unjust and unfair, because the 
tax selected for the purpose of making a 
local grant is always one of the direct 
taxes. It is always either probate duty 
or something of that kind, which is a 
direct tax on wealth. If Ireland’s share 
of local grants were estimated with refer- 
ence to contributions to particular direct 
taxes, Ireland would be wronged on every 
occasion. Accordingly, in 1888, in estimat- 
ing Ireland’s share of the probate duty 
grant, her ratio was fixed at 9 per cent. 
because she contributed 9 per cent. 
of the total tax of the country. What I 
have to ask the Government is this: do 
they adhere to that principle of 9 per 
cent. or not? If they do, the grant made 
by the present clause to Ireland is 
£40,000 short of what it ought to 
be. I have gone into the figures 
very carefuwiy, and I will state them 
to the House. The English licences 
are shown by the Report of the Commis- 
sioners of National Debt to have 
amounted last year to £3,288,000. The 
right honourable Gentleman has stated 
that that revenue is a growing revenue. 
I am entitled to assume that it is, and 
the licences in England this year will be 
something more than that—I think 
£5,000, or £6,000; but I am willing to 
take the figure of last year for the purpose 
of my calculation. The Scotch contribu- 
tion was £347,000. That was the amount 
of the contribution made in lieu of Scotch 
local licences. The amount given to Ireland 
by this clause is £279,000, and in addition 
to that there is this amount of the Exche 
quer contribution of £40,000. All these 
four sums together give us a total of the 
local grant made by virtue of the Eng- 
lish, Scotch, and Irish Local Government 
Bills of £3,954,000. The question is, 
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does Ireland get 9 per cent. of this 
grant? She does not, Mr. Lowther. 
Her share of this grant is £40,000 short 
of 9 per cent. Instead of getting 
£355,923, Ireland is getting £319,000 ; 
she is getting £200,000, £79,000, and 
£40,000, the amount of the Exchequer 
centribution. I am segregating the pro- 
bate duty as being a distinct thing. We 
are getting out of the probate duty grant 
what we are entitled to get as fixed in 
1888-9 per cent. Therefore, for the 
purpose of this calculation, I am leaving 
the probate duty grant entirely out. I 
am not now considering any question of 
probate duty grant; I am considering 
whether the grant made by this clause 
2 is a fair grant, having regard to the 
similar grants made to England. and 
Scotland by the Local Government Acts. 
In Ireland, under the Act of 1888, the 
share which Ireland should get in any 
grant made by the Imperial Parliament 
for local purposes should be nine one- 
hundredths of the total grant. Ireland 
is not getting nine one-hundredths of the 
total grant; she is getting £40,000 less 
than that. Ireland is getting in respect 
of this grant three sums: £200,000, the 
amount of the licences, £79,000, the 
amount added to make up the deficiency, 
and £40,000 which she got in 1888, and 
which has since been called the Exche- 
quer grant. These three sums make up 
altogether £319,000; and Ireland, in- 
stead of getting nine one-hundredths in 
this particular form of local grant, is 
getting £36,933 short of that amount. 
In making that calculation I am taking 
into consideration the £40,000 which we 
were told the British Treasury was so 
generously making us a present of. I 
do not want generosity from the Trea- 
sury, I want justice ; and I say, Sir, that 
so far from giving us justice, the right 
honourable Gentleman and the Govern- 
ment are, by this clause, departing from 
the principle solemnly established in 
1888—a principle by which, when the 
Imperial Treasury made grants from Im- 
perial sources for the purposes of aiding 
local rates, Ineland’s share was fixed at 
nine one-hundredths. Now, I have one 
further comment to make on this. That 
is a strong case as I have put it, but 
the case is stronger when you consider 
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this clause as a whole. What is the 
principal grant which is being takan 
away from us under this clause? It is, 
of course, the grant of 4s. a head 
for lunatics. That grant, as origi- 
nally computed, was computed on 
principles unjust to Ireland. It was 
granted by Sir Stafford Northcote in the 
year 1894. What is the principle on 
which he granted it? The Conservative 
Government had come into office with 
a big surplus of £5,000,000 which the 
previous Liberal Government had left be- 
hind them as a legacy. Sir Stafford 
Northcote, in his Budget speech, pro- 
ceeded to state what he should do with 
this £5,000,000, amd he decided, in view 
of the agitation then being carried on in 
England by the Conservative Party, that 
some of the surplus should be allocated 
to the relief of local taxation ; and when 
he proceeded to examine the principle 
on which he should allocate it, he said 
that one way in which this money must 
flow must be towards the aid of the 
charges in respect of lunatics. What 
is the principle on which he treated 
England? He said, in regard to a 
pauper lunatic, that in so far as 
he was a pauper the locality should 
maintain him, and that in so far 
as he was a lunatic qud lunatic 
the Imperial Government should come 
to the aid of the locality. Accordingly 
he made a calculation that in England 
the average pauper cost 5s. per head 
per week to maintain; in England the 
average lunatic cost 9s. per head per 
week ; and what he proposed to do was 
to leave to the locality the burden of 
maintaining the lunatic gud pauper—that 
is 5s. per week, andthe Imperial Govern- 
ment would come to the aid of the locality 
and pay the difference between what 
would be the cost of maintaining the 
lunatic gud pauper and the amount 
it would cost to maintain him qué 
lunatic, namely, 4s. Having laid down 
that principle, he proceeded to give 4s. 
per head for lunatics. Well, Mr. Lowther, 
in Ireland at that date, a pauper 
did not cost 5s. per week to main- 
tain, he only cost 3s. a week. At 
the present day in Ireland a pauper 
costs not 5s. per week to maintain, 
but if you look at the Local Govern- 
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ment Board’s returns, last year, you will 
find that he costs only 3s. 4d. per week 
to maintain. In Ireland in 1874 a 
lunatic did cost 9s. per week to maintain, 
and at present he costs 8s. 8s. per week. 
If Sir Stafford Northcote had treated Ire- 
land as he treated England in 1874 he 
would have made a grant per head for 
lunatics not of 4s. per week, but of some- 
thing like 6s. per week. Therefore this 
lunatic contribution made in 1874 was 
made on a principle that was unjust to 
Ireland. Of course, in 1874 this prin- 
ciple of nine one-hundredths had not 
been invented. But take it either way ; 
take it on the principle which Sir Stafford 
Northcote adopted in 1874, or on the 
principle adopted by the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in the year 1888. On 
either footing Ireland did not get a 
proper share in the amount of the local 
grant. Now I ask the Committee why, in 
estimating the amount which Ireland 
should get as her share of this par- 
ticular local grant, they have departed 
from the principle of nine one-hundredttis 
which we accepted in 1888? That prin- 
ciple of nine one-hundredths has been a 
very convenient principle for the Goverrn- 
ment. It has since been adhered to in 
the case of every grant made in aid of 
local taxation. 
the grant was made for free education. If 
she had been 
treated she would have got 10s. per 
head per scholar. But no; it was stated 
that Ireland not to 10s. 
per head per scholar—she was entitled 


It was adopted when 


treated as England was 


was entitled 
to nine one-hundredths of any local grant 
made by the Imperial Exchequer out of 
the Imperial taxes for local purposes. 
This is a grant made by the Imperia: 
Parliament from Imperial sources in aid 
of local taxation, and the source from 
which the money is to come is absolutely 
immaterial. The point is that until 1888 
these licences went into the Imperia) 
Revenue. They were surrendered by the 
Imperial Revenue in 1888 in aid of lo¢ai 
taxes. They are being surrendered in 
Ireland in aid of local taxes. I 
Mr. M. Healy. 


need 
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hardly say there is no connection be. 
tween licence duties and the support of 
lunatics. I ask again, is the Government 
going to depart from the principle of 
nine one-hundredths in the case of local 
taxation! If they are, I promise thai 
they are establishing a most dangerous 
precedent for themselves, and one which 
on some other occasion we will be able to 
If 
instead of doing us justice, much less 
they 
depriving us by this clause of £40,000, 
which we would be entitled to get as our 
nine one-hundredths of the money which 
is being surrendered out of the Imperial 
resources in aid of local taxation. 


use against them. they are not, 


treating us with generosity, 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX. 
CHEQUER (Sir Micuarn Hicks Bzacn, 
Bristol, W.): I am really beginning to 
think that had we doubled, or trebled, or 
quadrupled, or quintupled, the amount 
to be devoted to Irish purposes from 
the Imperial Revenue under this Bill, 
Members from Ireland would still have 
argued and asked for more. It is abso 
lutely impossible to satisfy their de 
mands. What is the point which the 
honourable Member has put forward with 
such ingenuity? He has claimed in the 
first place that the grant of 4s. per head 
for lunatics is an inadequate grant. 

*Mr. M. HEALY: It was originally. 

*Toe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: Well, that was settled as 
long ago as 1874, and no complaint has 
been made for all these years. I believe 
it was fairly settled originally, when the 
question of maintaining lunatic paupers 
in Ireland was taken into consideration, 
and we are not going to depart from that 
basis now. The honourable Member goes 
on to say that we ought to make the 
grant proposed by this section on the 
basis on which the probate duty grant is 
made ; but this section has nothing what- 
ever to do with that basis. It never had 
anything to do with that basis in Eng- 
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land. What happened in 1888? There 


had been certain grants made in England 
and in Scotland by the Exchequer for 
various local purposes—such as main- 
taining lunatics and other matters of that 
kind—to the local authorities. These 
grants were abolished by the Act of 1888. 
In place of them the proceeds of these 
licences were given to the local autho- 
rities; and, as the estimated proceeds 
of these licences considerably ‘exceeded 
the annual grants. which had been pre- 
viously made, the case of Ireland was 
taken into consideration at the same 
time, and another £40,000 a year was 
then devoted, and has ever since been 
devoted by the Imperial Exchequer to 
Irish purposes, because it was considered 
that the Act of 1888 placed Ireland at a 
disadvantage by giving England and 
Scotland larger sums than they had pre- 
viously received for local 
Now, what do we do? That arrange- 


purposes. 


ment in regard to England and Scotland 
had no reference to any proportion of the 
kind the honourable Member mentions— 
no relation to the accepted proportion of 
80,11, 9. Absolutely none. 


*Mr. M. HEALY: Is not it a grant in 
aid of local taxation? 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: No; it was not a grant in 
aid of local taxation. It was a transfer 
of local licences to compensate for cer- 
tain grants in aid of local taxation which 
had been previously given, and which 
were taken away; and, in order to make 
up for the extra amount thus given to 
England and Scotland, a sum was given 
to Ireland from the Imperial Exchequer. 
The proportion of 80, 11, 9 related to 
the probate duty and to the additional 
sums subsequently given from the beer 
and spirit duties: and in making that 
calculation, so far as not only the pro- 
bate is concerned but also so far as 
regards all these taxes put together, Ire- 
land was treated with singular liberality 
by the Imperial Government, because th> 
Yield of these taxes in England and Scot- 
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land, compared with their yield in 
Ireland, would give Ireland much less 
than the proportion actually assigned to 
her. 


*Mr. M. HEALY: I said that. 


*Tuzs CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: At any rate, so far as re- 
gards these three taxes, Ireland benefited 
by the arrangement. I have already 
explained to the Committee the process 
adopted in 1888, with reference to these 
local licences. Now, we propose to deal 
with them exactly the same as we did 
in 1888. We propose to take away this 
annual grant, and we propose in lieu of 
that to give to Ireland the  pro- 
ceeds of these local licences, and 
in addition to give her a sum which, 
together with these proceeds, is propor- 
tionately as much in excess of the annual 
grant as the sum which was given in 
1888 to Great Britain; so that Ireland 
will receive an inoreased grant in pre- 
cisely the same proportion now as Great 
Britain received in 1888. But that is 
not all. As I have said, the claim of 
Ireland on this ground was satisfied 
in 1888 by a grant at that time, and 
yet we make this additional grant now ; 
so that Ireland is on the whole £40,000 
a year better off under our proposal than 
England and Scotland were in 1888. 
What are these local licences? They are 
licences for public-houses, and for the 
sale of intoxicating liquors off the pre- 
mises, and so on. But the yield of these 
licences in Great Britain is much larger 
proportionately than the yield of the 
same licences in Ireland, because the taxa- 
tion under that head is heavier in Great 
Britain, where it includes assessed taxes, 
than it is in Ireland, where assessed 
taxes do not exist; and, therefore, again 
there is a direct benefit to Ireland, be- 
cause we transfer taxes from the Imperial 
revenue which, if they were levied on 
the same basis in Ireland as in England, 
would produce more than they do under 
the present system in Ireland, and there- 
fore Ireland would receive a smaller 
grant in addition to them in order ta 
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make up the amount she receives under 
this clause. Now, if ever there was a case 
where the needs of the present only should 
be looked to it is this. We can say 
nothing of the future. A point of that 
kind was raised by the honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo, when he spoke of the 
anticipated increase of lunacy in Ireland 
in years to come. We cannot deal with 
matters of that kind now. What we are 
dealing with, and what honourable Mem- 
bers must deal with, are the needs of 
the present. So far as the needs of the 
present are concerned, we have dealt 
in this matter most liberally and gene- 
rously with Ireland, and we absolutely 
must decline to increase the grant. 


Mr DILLON: When we were discuss- 
ing this question on the financial reso- 
lution I complained—and I think with 
justice—that the Government were called 
upon to arrive at a final decision upon a 
very important financial matter which 
will affect Ireland for many years to 
come, without giving us the necessary 
ficures, in order that we might under- 
stand exactly where we stood. And here 
we are now debating a clause which will 
put that financial resolution into effect, 
as regards the substitution of the local 
licences without having those figures 
before us. If I am right, a great deal of 
the evil alluded to by the honourable 
Member for Cork arises from the fact that 
when in the Bill of 1888 the local 
licences were transferred to the English 
local authorities in place of certain grants 
in aid which were then withdrawn, in- 
stead of transferring a certain fixed sum, 
or a revenue bearing some proportion to 
the grants which were withdrawn, there 
were transferred all these kinds of revenue 
which at that date gave a considerable 
surplus, but which were a growing and 
increasing revenue. In that respect I 
contend that that has been at the root 
of a good deal of the injustice which has 
been done to Ireland. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has just stated that Ireland 

Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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has no cause of complaint, and one of the 
many grounds on which he based his con- 
tention was, that in this local taxation 
which was transferred to local bodies in 
Ireland in 1888 were included certain 
assessed taxes which were paid in England 
and not in Ireland. That contention is no 
ground whatever to stand upon, because 
in dealing with this question we have to 
consider Imperial taxation as a whole, 
and these taxes to which he alluded were 
part of the Imperial revenue of this coun- 
try. We know from other sources that, 
allowing for these extra taxes, Ireland 
has had to pay a great deal more 
than her fair share of taxation. In 1888 
a revenue was granted in place of certain 
grants in aid to the local bodies in 
England. That revenue has increased. I 
think it has increased very largely since 
1888, but the Government have placed 
no figures before us. The most important 
element in coming to a decision upon 
this question as regards the treatment 
of Great Britain and Ireland is to know 
not only what that revenue for the pre- 
sent year is, but what its prospects are in 
the years to come. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said that in 1888, it 
having been found that the local licences 
transferred to English bodies gave a 
considerable surplus over and above the 
grants which were withdrawn, a sum of 
£40,000, known since as the Exchequer 
contribution, was given to Ireland, to 
balance that surplus. He said that the 
calculation of that £40,000 had nothing 
t> do with the principles of 9, 11, 30 
whatever. I should like to know upon 
what principle he arrived at that sum of 
£40,000. He must have had some 
method, some principle by which the 
specific sum of £40,000 was selected. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or rune EX- 
CHEQUER: The principle was this, that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer calcu-’ 
lated by how much the licences given 
to England and Scotland exceeded the 
grants in.aid which were formerly given. 
Ha considered the grants in aid in 
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Ireland, and he took the same pro 
portion in fixing that sum of 


£40,000 over and above the existing 
grants in aid for Ireland. 


Mr. DILLON: That is what I want 
to know. In that case, in: fixing the 
grants for Ireland, he made absolutely 
no allowance whatever for an increase 
in the English revenue, and if I be correct 
in saying—and I do think we have great 
reason to complain that the Government 
have given us no figures—that this 
revenue was a rapidly expanding revenue, 
then it is perfectly manifest that a great 
injustice was inflicted upon Ireland, be- 
cause here was the principle upon which 
the Treasury acted, and which, taking 
them on their own principle, they must 
have considered just. They offered us 
£40,000 as an equivalent grant for a 
particular year in respect of the services 
of that year, but they made no provi- 
sion for what I believe to be the rapidly 
increasing surplus of the local licences 
in Ireland. 





*Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: It is not possible to ascer- 
tain what the local expenditure is up to 
date, but of this I feel very sure, that 
although the receipts from the licences 
have undoubtedly increased in England 
and Scotland, the local expenditure has 
increased in a much greater proportion. 


Mr. DILLON: It is rather hard to 
ask us to discuss this matter without 
any information at all. I put down a 
return some days ago, asking for these 
facts, which ought to have been obtained 
before the Government put this Irish 
local Budget before us. I am told that 
the figures can be now given up to a 
certain point, but the return is not ready 
yet, and when the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer gets up and says that he be- 
lieves things, and the 
firures before I think 


certain 


are not us, 


that is not a very sound method of 
argument. 


I believe that in that one 
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subject alone an injustice has been done 
to Ireland. And now I come to another 
point: the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said that a grant of £40,000 was particu- 
larly given to Ireland to make up for the 
surplus of these local licences with the 
grants. As well as I remember, speak- 
ing from recollection, that is not the case, 
because my recollection is that the Ex- 
chequer contribution was not given to 
Ireland till 1891, and it was then tied 
up, if my memory serves me rightly, by 
the Land Act of 1881, as a cash guarantee 
for some years, until a certain sum was 
realised for the advances made for the 
purchase of land in Ireland. So that, as 
regards that sum of £40,000, two or 
three years’ arrears were due, which were 
never paid; and, as is always the case in 
these equivalent grants to Ireland, the 
Treasury managed, in process of making 
them, to filch from Ireland 
a year or two of arrears. So much for 
the question of the Treasury grant. Now 
I come to the question of the proporticn 


away 


—a question which was dealt with by 
the honourable Member for Cork at the 
As to the 
proportion between the proposed grant 
in this clause and the present contribu- 
tion of the local licences in Ireland, 
the honourable Member for Cork argued 
that the proposed grant is short of the 
proportion due to Ireland, under the sys- 
tem which has been long in force, of 9, 
11, 80. The Government, Sir, have not 
answered that They have 
practically admitted that it is so. But 
let us look at it for a moment in another 
light. It is short, and will be short when 
this Act is passed. But let us take the 
10 that 
these years it was not only short by 
£40,000, but it was short by something 
nearer £80,000, because under this pre- 
sent Act it is proposed to give £35,000 
in addition to the grants which are being 
withdrawn ; so that for the last 10 years 
all that Ireland has obtained, as an off- 
set to the local licences given to Eng- 
land, were the grants which are now being 
withdrawn, which amounted to £244,000 


commencement of his speech. 


contention. 


years have elapsed. During 
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this year, and only amounted to £220,000 
two years ago, and the Exchequer con- 
tribution ; so that for a period of nearly 
10 years it would appear, roughly speak- 
ing, so far as we have been able to ascer- 
tain, that the Irish were short of their 
proportion by something like £70,000 or 
£80,000. I have another illustration of 
‘the extreme inconvenience and difficulty 
under which we are called upon to debate 
this particular clause and the financial 
provisions which it embodies. | When 
we were discussing this matter on the 
financial resolution I ventured to say 
that I doubted very much whether the 
local licences, now estimated to produce 
£220,000, were an expanding revenue; 
and I was met by the Chief Secretary for 
Treland, who said that they were rapidly 
expanding. He said that in 1888 they 
were £155,000 a year, whereas in the 
present year they were estimated 
to produce £200,000. Since then I have 
received a message from the right honour- 
able Gentleman saying that he was 
mistaken. In 1888 they were £183,449, 
and last year they were £199,000; or, in 
other words, in the 10 years from 1888 
to last vear they only increased by 
£17,000 a year. Now, I should like very 
much to compare this with the English 
figures—this improvement of £17,000 a 
year, which is so small an increase that it 
can hardly be described as an expanding 
revenue at all; of the fact 
of the decrease in population, it is a 
revenue which at 
I am waiting for 
the accurate figures, and when I get them 
I shall be surprised to find that the local 
licences 
revenue 
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in view 


may become any 


moment. stationary. 


form a_ rapidly expanding 
Con- 
the position in which we are 
placed, we are asked to accept now what 
I must describe, in spite of the speech of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, as a 
sum far short, whatever the exact figures 
may be, of our fair grant, looking at the 
present vear, in proportion to what has 
been given to English local bodies; and 
not only are we asked to accept, on the 
figures of the present year, a grant far 


Mr. Dillon. 


or a buoyant revenue. 
a 
sidering 
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short of cur fair proportion, but we are 
asked not to look forward to the future, 
and I notice that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said we must take care of the 
present. This is supposed to be a sub- 
stitution for the revenue, 
which, automatically, are 
to take the hard and fast revenue, 
which will depend upon the local 
licences, and we are asked to accept a 
sum, calculated on the present year; and, 
looking into the future, the annual 
licensing balance of revenue is a revenue 
at present very slightly increasing, and 
which may become stationary at any 
moment, whereas the revenue of England, 
which forms the whole basis of the Eng- 
lish corresponding grant, is an elastic 


jand tax 


under we 


revenue, a rapidly-increasing revenue, 
and a revenue which may be looked to 


to increase in the future. That is a very 


unjust and unfair condition of things, 
and I think we are entitled, before we 
pass from this part of the Bill, to hear 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
some very different declaration from that 
which we have just listened to. We are 
entitled to hear that this arrangement 
shall not be made a hard and fast one 
What I would prefer to see would be that 
one of two things should happen; 
either that this part of the Bill should 
be postponed for future consideration 
until the figures have been fully looked 
into, or that we should be assured of an 
opportunity, within the next year or two, 
of a revision of the whole question, so 
that if it shall be proved that in this 
particular matter Ireland had been most 
unfairly treated, and that we were liable 
to suffer even greater injustice in the 
future, we might have an opportunity of 
coming before the House and obtaining, 
in this better treatment when 
that treatment is compared with the 
treatment of England and Scotland. 


matter, 


*Sir T. ESMONDE: The honourable 
for East has justly 
complained the lack of informa 
tion which have on this matter. 
I must also complain of the lack 


Member Mayo 
of 


we 
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of information given by the Govern- 
ment, and of data to cuide the Com- 
mittee in coming to a conclusion whether 
or not the proposals are fair. One very 
strong objection to the proposed arrange- 
ment is that whereas, under this clause, 
you propose to relieve England from 
liability in regard to certain increasing 
charges in Ireland, you have given us 
arevenue about which we are not at all 
certain that it is not going to be a dimi- 
nishing revenue. My honourable Friend 
the Member for the Birr Division of King’s 
County has drawn up the budget of the 
new Irish county councils. He shows that 
the Imperial Treasury contribute towards 
half the expenses of medical officers of 
workhouses, half the salaries of medical 
officers, half the salaries of schoolmasters 
and mistresses in workhouses, half the 
expenses of medicines and medical and 
surgical appliances, half the expenses of 
sanitary officers, and half the expenses of 
pauper lunatics, the total amount being 
£244,000. These contributions are now 
tw cease. 
doubt 


expenses 


But we believe there is no 
the that all these 
will increasing expenses. 


on point 
be 
Certainly, the cost of administration of 
our workhouses will become more expen- 
sive, and the cost of administration in 


respect of lunatics in Ireland will also 


become more expensive. 


Then, on the 
other hand, we have a list of these grants 
which are supposed to be given to us in 
view of the contributions which are taken 
away. We have reason to fear that the 
revenue from these grants will prove a 
decreasing one. There is one point 
which I should like to say a word upon, 
and that is thatI think it is rather an im- 
proper thing to base the revenue of the 
Irish county councils upon the consump- 
tion of drink in Ireland. I do not think 
it is a desirable thing that there should 
be an increase in the consumption of 
spirits in Ireland. But I am not at all 
sure that the revenue in connection with 
the spirit licences and the beer licences 
in Ireland is going to be increased. I 
do not myself see how the figures which 
are put down under this head are likely 
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to increase in the future. I think, on 
the other hand, they are very much more 
likely to decrease. Well, Sir, this ques- 
tion of the finance of Irish local govern- 
ment is, of course, the backbone of the 
Bill, and I think the suggestion thrown 
out by my honourable Friend the Mem- 
ber for East Mayo is a very proper sug- 
gestion—namely, that there should be 
some provision for the revision of these 
proposals. If the Government have it in 
their minds some years hence to make 
changes in lunacy administration of Ire- 
land, of course that would affect our posi- 
tion in this matter; and if the Govern- 
ment propose to continue their inquiry 
into the general question of local taxa- 
tion in Ireland, and as to the revenue 
under the various heads of finance, which 
are now going to be dealt with by the 
Irish county council, that, of course, will 
influence our position. But, Sir, in the 
absence of any hint or suggestion to that 
effect, I think that honourable 
Friends are perfectiy right in their oppo- 
sition to these proposals of the Bill. Now, 
Mr. Lowther, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer talked about assessed taxes, and 


my 


this is a point which is constantly made 
against us in debate on the financial 
I should like 
once and for all to explain to the House 
what is the situation with regard to 
assessed taxes. There are, practically, no 
assessed taxes in Ireland at the present 
moment, with the exception of the dog 
tax and some local taxes. But, Mr. 
Lowther, there were assessed taxes. There 
were assessed taxes, for instance, on win- 
dows, and there were assessed taxes on 
carriages, horses, dogs, and 
hounds. The aggregate payment of those 
taxes amounted to £300,000. These 
taxes were removed in Ireland in the 
period from 1819 to 1842; but the 
reason why those taxes were taken away 


question in this House. 


servants, 


from Ireland was not because the Eng- 
lish Treasury were generous, or par- 
ticularly anxious to alleviate the 
burden on Ireland, but because they 
were no longer producing a revenue ; 
in short, not productive 


they were 
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taxes ; and that is why this £300,000 was 
taken off Ireland, not because of the 
generosity of England, but because these 
taxes did not pay. And in the same 
period England removed taxes, and pay- 
ing taxes, of her own to the amount of 
£5,000,000 a year. I have thought it 
only right, as the question of assessed 
taxes has been raised, and there has 
been a great deal of talk about Ireland’s 
freedom from taxation under this head, 
to bring these details of the case before 
the Committee. 


Local Government 


*Mr. 
from 


M. 
the 


HEALY: It would appear 
speech to which we have 
listened from the right honourable Gen- 
tleman the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that Ireland has been a very ungrateful 
country, and that weought tobe engaged 
in perpetual thanksgiving for the manner 
in which we are being treated. The 
right honourable Gentleman has replied 
in common Treasury form by saying 
non possumus to the Irish demand. But 
I would call the attention of the Trea 
sury to the fact that what the right 
honourable Gentleman is doing to-day as 
regards this particular grant. he did 
two years ago as regards the grant for 
free education. He and the Secretary 
of the Treasury came down night after 
night and endeavoured to brazen out 
the attempt of their Department to keep 
Ireland out, so to speak, of the educa- 
tion grant. But, Mr. Lowther, the con- 
tinued discussion in this House drove the 
right honourable Gentleman and drove 
the British Treasury from the position 
which they originally adopted, and they 
had ultimately to concede to us the 
claim of the Irish teachers, which 
should have been recognised originally as 
a matter of justice. Now, Mr. Lowther, 
I take the liberty to say that what hap- 
pened as regards the grant for educa- 
tion two years ago will ultimately hap- 
pen as regards this matter which we are 
pressing upon the attention of the Trea- 
sury to-day, and that in two or three 
years’ time the then Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will be obliged to come down 
Sir T. G. Esmonde. 


§ COMMONS} 
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to this House and acknowledge, in the 
case of this particular grant, the injus- 
tice which he had two years ago to 
admit in the case of the teachers. Now, 
Mr. Lowther, I have no desire to con- 
tinue the discussion on the point raised 
by the Amendment, but there are one 
or two points I wish to press upon the 
attention of the Committee. It is en- 
tirely in the discretion of the Chancel- 
lor what particular tax he will select 
for the purpose of providing these local 
grants. It happened in 1888 that he 
selected the probate tax for the purpose 
of making this grant. But supposing he 
had adopted the whisky tax? Do you 
suppose for a moment that he would in 
that case have admitted that, because 
Ireland contributed an abnormal amount 
in the direct taxation, therefore 
they should obtain in the case of the 
local grant an amount corresponding to 
that contribution? No. The fair and 
just principle is that you should not pay 
any regard to the tax from which you 
drew your contribution, but to the 
total contribution made by each part of 
the United Kingdom towards the total 
taxation of the kingdom. Otherwise, of 
course, when you are allocating your local 
grants, you will have to take into con- 
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sideration all those questions of fairness 
or unfairness of indirect taxation which 
are avoided when you take as your basis 
of contribution the total revenue of the 
three kingdoms and the total contribu- 
tion to the revenue that each of those 
three kingdoms contributes. The right 
honourable Gentleman says that there 
are in England assessed taxes that there 
are not in Ireland. What has that to 
do with the matter, Mr. Lowther? That 
would be a perfectly good argument if 
you adopted the principle that the 
amount of your grant must depend on the 
amount of the contribution to the tax 
supplying the grant. But that is not what 
Parliament did in 1888, and has never 
done since in the case of any local grant. 
Therefore it is immaterial to say that the 
fact that there are not the assessed 
taxes in Ireland that there are in Eng- 
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land should be considered in any way 
when you are dealing with this question. 
No, Mr. Lowther, the fair way of settling 
this matter is that which was 
adopted in the year 1888. If there 
were some necessary connection be 
tween these local licences and . the 
particular purpose to which they were 
devoted when these grants came into 
the hands of the local bodies, then there 
may be something to be said in favour 
of the argument of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. The fact is this: these 
grants all came into the Imperial 
Exchequer in 1888. In 1888 Parliament 
decided that it would surrender these 
grants for local purposes. The matter, 
therefore, Mr. Lowther, stands exactly 
in the case of these licences on the same 
footing that it stands in the case of any 
other local contribution, and we certainly 
will not be satisfied with the answer 
which has been given to us by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to-day. “We adopted a 
method with regard to the allocation of 
these grants in 1874, and that method, 
just or unjust, we will not depart from,” 
says the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
That is an answer which we on these 
benches will never accept, and the 
Treasury may rely upon it that we shall 
keep dinning this question into their ears 
until complete justice has been done to 
Ireland. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It would be hope 
less to expect the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary to regard 
himself as an advocate for Ireland. We 
suffer from the fact that we have not 
a single friend in the Cabinet and not 
a single friend in the British Govern- 
ment. The right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary regards the Imperial 
system as one that ought to be preserved 
at all hazards, and, that being so, he 
takes everything from the Treasury 
officials as gospel, and accepts without 
question everything they have to say. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
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made a remarkable offer. He has offered 
us, forsooth, if we like to accept a further 
levy on assessed taxes in Ireland, the 
benefit to be derived from any further 
local taxation in years to come. Why 
does he not give us the benefit of the 
assessed taxation in existence? There 
are three important details which ought 
to have been included in the schedule, 
and which are not, included init. I take, 
in the first instance, the hackney car or 
carriage tax for Dublin. Why did he 
not give us that tax, which is levied 
alone in the city of Dublin, and is not 
levied in any other city in the three 
kingdoms? Then there is the charge 
for pawnbrokers’ licences within the 
Dublin metropolitan area, which brings 
in a very large sum to the Imperial 
Exchequer. Will the right honourable 
Gentleman give us that? Then, again, 
there is the dog tax. In England you 
have the whole of the dog tax, but it 
is not even mentioned in our schedule. 
I would ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man why he persists in keeping these 
three taxes in this extraordinary and 
unparalleled manner? We are suffering 
in this respect because the Irish account 
is kept by an alien country. I must 
say that the Government, in dealing with 
this matter, have had neither argument 
nor have they had justice. But we have 
laid the foundation for further Debates, 
and for a further claim, and I can assure 
the Government that though, for the 
sake of the Bill as a whole, we are over- 
looking a great many things with regard 
to the present Session, the matter in 
question is one which they will again 
and again hear of during this Parliament. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
honourable and learned Member had 
asked him why these licences were not 
included in the schedule of the 
Bill. The reason why these licences 
were not included in the schedule 
of the Bill was because they were 
already given exclusively to local 
taxation. He hardly liked to take up 
the time of the Committee with refer 


ence to matters which his right 
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honourable Friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had already dealt with, but 
there was one point which he desired to 
draw attention to in the speech of the 
honourable Member for East Mayo— 
namely, that results showed that at the 
present time Ireland was being defrauded 
in respect of contributions to local 
taxation to the extent of £80,000. At 
any rate, the honourable Member must 
admit that that amount was now to be 
reduced by the £35,000 given under the 
Bill. The honourable Member’s calcula- 
tions, however, were based on premises 
which the Government could not admit. 
To this question of contribution in respect 
of local licences the proportions of 80, 
11, and 9 for the three kingdoms did 
not apply. If those propositions were to 
be applied to every contribution from 
the Imperial Exchequer, it would be 
found that Ireland was receiving very 
much more than her fair share. 


Local Government 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the elause.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 245; 
Noes 112.—(Division List No. 110.) 


Amendment moved 





“Page 23, line 12, after ‘and’ insert ‘all 
penalties and forfeitures recovered in respect 
of the same duties and’”—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) 


This is in the English Act, and I do not 
know why it is not in the Irish Act. Isup- 
pose it is not inserted in the Irish Act for 
some curious reason I do not understand. 
It is unintelligible to me why the words 
are omitted, and I think the English 
words ought to be put in the Irish Bill. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Amendment is already covered. If the 
honourable Member will look at section 
20 of the English Act he will sea that it 
contains the words. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I saw that, but I 
mistrust everything that comes from the 
Treasury. We have been swindled too 
often, and we must deal with these 
gentlemen as what they are, who try to 
commit a fraud upon every possible 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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occasion. The words are in the English 
Bill, and if the Government mean 
honestly, they will take these words out 
of the English Bill and put them in the 
Trish Bill. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Assuming that the 
gentlemen connected with the Treasury 
are actuated by the motives which the 
honourable Member imputes to them, this 
clause says, referring to the licences 
specified in the third schedule, “and such 
amount shall be ascertained in like 
manner as under section 20 of the Local 
Government Act, 1888,” and if the 
honourable Member will turn to the 
Local Government Act of 1888 he will 
find that in sub-section 2 it provides 
the mode in which the amount of these 
licences is ascertained. The amount of 
these licences is to be ascertained in the 
same manner as in the Act of 1888, and 
it is impossible to escape from the mean- 
ing of the section to which’ I allude. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: They will dis- 
cover some little slip, and then you will 
find there will be an action in the county 
court, and the judge will say there is a 
slip somewhere, and we shall lose these 


amounts. Why not make the meaning 
plain? We have fair ground for our 
suspicion. If we got fair play and jus- 


tice, things would be decided as the 
right honourable Gentleman says, but I 
have no confidence that we shall get that 
fair play or justice. 


The Amendment was, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Amendment proposed — 


“Page 23, line 28, leave out ‘said salary of 
one trained nurse,’ and insert ‘salary of the 
trained nurses,’”—/(Sir 7’. Lea.) 


*Sm T. LEA (Londonderry, S.): Some 
two years ago there were a good many 
questions asked in this House on the 
subject of nursing in Irish workhouses, 
and a Special Commissioner from a medi- 
cal journal wes sent over to Ireland to 
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investigate matters. Since then the 
Local Government Board of England as 
well as of Ireland has taken note of the 
importance of the matter, and they have 
both issued orders forbidding the employ- 
..ont of pauper nurses. The right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
has taken notice of the subject, and in 
order to provide for efficient nursing 
has put in this provision, that there 
shall be one trained nurse in each work- 
house. That is sufficient, no doubt, for 
a good many of the workhouses in Ire- 
land, but in the large workhouses I fear 
more will be required, and I cannot see 
why the regulation which gives one 
nurse for a small workhouse. should not 
give us two nurses for a large one. The 
honourable Member for Dublin has put 
down an Amendment making the law in 
Ireland equivalent to what it is in Scot- 
land, which asks for rations as well as 
salary. I have taken the more moderate 
line, and asked that, wherever a second 
nurse is required, the Imperial Treasury 
shall grant half of the money required 
for the payment of that nurse. It will 
not take a very large sum of money 
t» do this, because out of 159 work- 
houses in Ireland not more than half 
would ever require a second nurse; 
sometimes they may be required in 
exceptional cases of epidemics of fevers 
or special sickness; but. even in that 
case the amount of money to meet this 
state of things would be very small. I 
believe the payment to a trained nurse 
is not more than £24 or £25 a year, 
and, if the Imperial grant were respon- 
sible for half of that payment, it would 
simply take £12 or £13 a year for the 
payment of the second nurse. The pay- 
ment will not be required for more than 
70 or 80, or at the most. 100 work- 
houses. It cannot be construed in an 
extravagant way, because the guardians 
will have to pay half the salary and all 
the rations as well. All that the 
Imperial Exchequer has to do will be to 
pay £12 or £13 a year whenever a 
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second nurse is required. The scandals 
which arose under the system of pauper 
nursing cannot arise again, because the 
Local Government Board Order which 
forbids it is now well carried into effect, 
But it will be impossible for one nurse 
to do all the work when there is a con- 
siderable amount of sickness about, and 
a second nurse will probably be found a 
very cheap investment. Under these 
circumstances, I think it is necessary for 
the efficient working of the institution 
that two nurses should be had occa- 
sionally for the smaller workhouses, and 
permanently in the larger workhouses, 
and thus the Government would 
assist that care of the sick poor in the 
way it ought vo be encouraged. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
recommend the adoption of this Amend- 
ment to the Committee; the result 
of it, if it were adopted, would be 
that we should be having two 
trained nurses in many workhouses 
where one would be quite sufficient. 
What I am very anxious to do, and what 
this Bill does, is to secure that in every 
union in Ireland there shall be one 
trained nurse, and if the large unions 
require more than one for any special 
emergency they can very easily arrange 
to do so. There are other difficulties 
in the way of adopting this Amendment 
—difficulties which it would not be very 
easy to explain to the Committee; but 
I may say that if we were at the present 
moment to ask for all the trained nurses 
in Ireland—that is, trained nurses 
coming within the recognised definition 
of a “trained nurse,” and as laid down 
in the regulations in Scotch workhouses 
—very serious difficulties would un- 
doubtedly arise. Under these circum- 
stances, I do not think that this is a 
question which it is desirable that we 
should raise here. 


*Mr. JORDAN: It is the same old 
story ; the Chief Secretary has made up 
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his mind, and the Amendment, reason- 


‘able as it is, will not be adopted. I can 
adduce at least one reason why I think 
the Amendment of the honourable 
Baronet opposite is a reasonable one. 
To my certain knowledge I know that 
the Local Government Board in Dublin 
at present are insisting upon the guar- 
dians appointing additional trained 
nurses in workhouses. If the Local 
Government Board are insisting on that, 
they have a right to pay part of the 
salary. In the union I am connected 
with there are three trained nurses, and 
recently the Local Government Board 
insisted upon us appointing a trained 
night nurse. The tendency of the 
Local Government Board is to altogether 
supersede the system of pauper assis- 
tance by a system of trained nurses. 
They insist upon guardians appointing 
trained nurses, and if the guardians do 
not want them the Local Government 
Board ought to pay something towards 
the expense they are causing. 


Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): While 
I hardly think it is desirable to introduce 
these contentious things into the House, 
I would ask the Chief Secretary whether 
it would not be possible for him to give 
this matter some further consideration. 
I must myself confess that it seems to 
me that some further extension of the 
system of trained nurses is very desir- 
able. I am sure we all admire the care 
ful consideration which the Chief Secre- 
tary has given to the whole question, 
and I would earnestly ask him to con- 
sider whether some extension of the 
provisions of this clause could not be 
made. One trained nurse, I admit, is 
quite sufficient for some institutions, but 
it is not sufficient for all institutions. 
I would again ask the Chief Secretary 
if he cannot consider this Amendment 
favourably. 


Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
After the speech of the Chief Secretary 
it will be taken as an authority by every 
Mr. Jordan. 


{COMMONS} 
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union in Ireland that no more than one 
trained nurse is necessary on any occa 
sion. An infirmary requires separate 
nurses by day and separate nurses by 
night. Now that the guardians know 
that the cost will be cast upon them, 
they will be very much opposed to get- 
ting a proper nursing staff. I had an 
Amendment down extending the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Baronet, and 
following the Scotch precedent of the 
Treasury not only paying half the 
salary, but also the rations as well. I 
am sorry that the Chief Secretary has 
opposed this, and I hope that the honour- 
able Baronet will go to a Division 
upon it. 


*Sir T. LEA said that he did not think 
the right honourable Gentleman’s argu- 
ments at all conclusive, and that he 
should not withdraw the Amendment. 


Question put— 

“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the clause.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 199; 
Noes 150.—(Division List No. 111.) 


And it being Half-past Five of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again to-morrow. 


House resumed. 


CANALS PROTECTION (LONDON) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 
to-morrow. 


SOCIETIES’ BORROWING POWERS BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed for 
to-morrow. 


House adjourned at 5.40. 
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Death of 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 19th May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at Three 
of the Clock. 


DEATH OF MR. GLADSTONE. 
Notice taken of the death, at an early 
hour this morning, of the Right Honour- 


able Witt1am Ewart GuapstTone. 


*Toe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): Mr. Speaker, I think it will be felt 
in all parts of the House that we should 
do fitting honour to the memory of the 
great man and splendid 
career closed to-day, by adjourning our 
business this afternoon. This is not the 
occasion, Sir, upon which to give utter- 
ance to any of the thoughts which natu- 
rally suggest themselves. That 
sion will be presented to-morrow, when it 
will be my duty, in Committee of the 
House, to propose an address to Her Ma- 
jesty, praying her to grant the honour of 
a public funeral to Mr. Gladstone, should 
that with 
expressed wishes or the wishes of those 
who have a right to speak on his behalf, 


whose long 


occa- 


not be inconsistent his 


and also praying Her Majesty to give 
directions for a public monument to be 


erected at Westminster in his honour 


The exact terms in which that motion 
will be brought before the House will 
*ppear on the Paper, Lut perhaps it will 
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Mr. Gladstone. 


be as well that I should say, among other 
things, that we pray Her Majesty that an 
inscription be placed upon the monument 
expressive of the public admiration and 
attachment inspired by deceased 
statesman, and of the high sense enter- 
tained by the House and the country of 
his rare and splendid gifts, and his 
devoted labours in Parliament, and in 
great offices of the State. Sir, before I 
actually move that this House adjourn, w 
shall have to pass a purely formal reso- 
lution to set up a Committee in which 
the Address, the contents of which I have 
just indicated to the House, will be 
moved by me to-morrow. As soon as 
that purely formal proceeding is termi- 
nated I shall then move that the House 
do now adjourn. 


the 


Mr. SPEAKER: The Question is— 


“That this House will to-morrow, at half- 
past three, resolve itself into a Committee, to 
consider that an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, praying that Her Majesty 
will give directions that the remains of the 
Rt. Hon. William Ewart Gladstone be interred 
in the Collegiate Church of St. Peter, West- 
minster, and that a monument be erected in 
the said church to his memory, at the public 
expense.” 


Question put and agreed to. 


*THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I beg to move that the House 
do now adjourn, 

*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
imouthshire, W.): Sir, not to 
express to-day any of those sentiments of 
national sorrow which, as the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman the Leader of the 
House has said, will be in order to- 
morrow, but I rise only to second the 
motion which the honourable Gentleman 
has moved, “That this House do now 


adjourn.” 


I rise, 


Question put and agreed to. 


House adjourned at 3.15. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Friday, 20th May 1898. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at. a Quarter past 
Four of the Clock. 


Member. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied with: 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5.) BILL. [H.L.] 


commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the 


Also the Certificate that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill: 


WISHAW WATER BILL. 


And also the Certificates that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
- the following Bills have been complied 
with : 


wistertshk (*) at the 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 





NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


The same were ordered to lie upon the 
Table. 


VOL. LVI. 


[FourtH Serizs.] 
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Business. 


FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported with Amendments. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported with Amendments. 


NEWHAVEN AND SEAFORD WATER 


BILL. [H.L.] 

Queen’s consent signified; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments. 


WATH-UPON-DEARNE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


YORK UNITED GAS BILL. 
Reported without Amendment. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported with Amendments. 


NEWTOWN WATER BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported with Amendments. 


BUENOS AYRES NORTHERN RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported with Amendments. 


PAISLEY CORPORATION (LOANS) 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported with Amendments. 
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CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


ILKESTON CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


FILEY WATER AND GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


CRAWLEY AND DISTRICT WATER BILL, 

Orders made on the 3rd and 9th of 
May last discharged ; Bill committed for 
Monday next. 


BIRMINGHAM, NORTH WARWICK- 
SHIRE, AND STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, 
RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) 
BILL. 

Read the second time and committed : 
The Committee to be proposed by the 

Committee of Selection. 


HAMILTON WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed, 
sent to the Commons. 


(H.L.] 
and 


BACUP CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.} 
Read the third time, and passed, 
sent to the Commons. 


and 


CARMARTHEN IMPROVEMENT 
the 
and 


BILL. 
read 
the 


Commons ; 
referred to 


from 
time, 


Brought 
the first 
Examiners. 





CRANBROOK DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
the first time, and referred to the 


Examiners. 


{LORDS} 
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MUMBLES RAILWAY AND PIER BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 


Business. 


the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners. 
WIGAN CORPORATION BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners. 
DUBLIN SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners. 
GLOUCESTER GAS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
the first time, and referred to the 


Examiners. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
AND MIDLAND AND GREAT NORTHERN 


RAILYAYS JOINT COMMITTEE BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners. 
ILFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
3rought from the Commons; read 
the first time, and referred to the 


Examiners. 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER BILL. 

the Commons; read 

and referred to the 


from 
time, 


Brought 
the first 
Examiners. 






MARIANAO AND HAVANA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 
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EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


MORLEY CORPORATION GAS BILL. 
[H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


GREAT ORME TRAMWAY AND 
TRAMROAD BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 

ments considered, and agreed to. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (NEW WORKS) BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


HOLMES’S PATENT BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 


to, with Amendments. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND 
EPPING FOREST RAILWAY BILL, 


teported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 
Sixteenth Annual Report of the Fishery 


Board for Scotland, being for the year 
1897; Parts L, II., and IIL: 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 


Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 


No. 2092. France (Dunkirk) ; 


No. 2093. Germany (The Grand Duchy 
of Baden) ; 


No. 2094. Venezuela (Caracas) ; 

. 2095. Netherlands (Java) ; 

. 2096. Switzerland ; 
2097. Uruguay ; 


. 2098. Turkey 
Basrah ; 


No. 2099. France (Calais) : 


(Bagdad and 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INDIA. 
POST OFFICE ACT, 1898. 
Papers referring to Amendments in 
the law relating to the Post Office in 
India. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PENAL CODE AND CRIMINAL PRO- 

CEDURE CODE AMENDMENT ACTS. 

Papers referring to Amendments in 
the law relating to sedition and defama- 
tion. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND 
WALES.) 
Twelfth Annual Report of the Inspec- 
tors, for the year 1897. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SALMON AND FRESH WATER 
FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Thirty-seventh Annual Report of the 
Inspectors of Fisheries (England and 
Wales) for the year 1897. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





E 2 


75 Private Bill 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


ILKESTON CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


FILEY WATER AND GAS BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


CRAWLEY AND DISTRICT WATER BILL, 

Orders made on the 3rd and 9th of 
May last discharged; Bill committed for 
Monday next. 


BIRMINGHAM, NORTH WARWICK- 
SHIRE, AND STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, 
RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) 
BILL. 

Read the second time and committed : 
The Committee to be proposed by the 

Committee of Selection. 


HAMILTON WATER BILL, [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


BACUP CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.} 


Read the third time, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


CARMARTHEN IMPROVEMENT 
the 
and 


BILL. 
read 
the 


Commons; 
referred to 


from 
t ime, 


Brought 
the first 
Examiners. 


CRANBROOK DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
Brought the 

the first and 

Examiners. 


read 
the 


Commons ; 
referred to 


from 
time, 


fLORDS} 





Business. 16 


MUMBLES RAILWAY AND PIER BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners. 


WIGAN CORPORATION BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners. 


DUBLIN SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 

the 

and 


Commons; read 
referred to the 


from 
time, 


Brought 
the first 
Examiners. 


GAS BILL. 
Commons ; 
referred to 


GLOUCESTER 

Brought the 

the first and 
Examiners. 


read 
the 


from 
time, 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
AND MIDLAND AND GREAT NORTHERN 
RAILYAYS JOINT COMMITTEE BILL. 

Brought the read 
the first and the 
Examiners. 


from 
time, 


Commons ; 
referred to 


ILFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

Brought the 

the first and 
Examiners. 


read 
the 


Commons ; 
referred to 


from 
time, 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER BILL. 

the 

and 


Commons; read 
referred to the 


from 
time, 


Brought 
the first 
Examiners. 


MARIANAO AND HAVANA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 

to. 
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EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


MORLEY CORPORATION GAS BILL. 
[H.L.} 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


GREAT ORME TRAMWAY AND 
TRAMROAD BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (NEW WORKS) BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


HOLMES’S PATENT BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND 
EPPING FOREST RAILWAY BILL, 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 
Sixteenth Annual Report of the Fishery 
Board for Scotland, being for the year 
1897; Parts I., II., and IIL: 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 


Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 


No. 2092. France (Dunkirk) ; 


No. 2093. Germany (The Grand Duchy 
of Baden) ; 


2094. Venezuela (Caracas) ; 
2095. Netherlands (Java) ; 

2096. Switzerland ; 
2097. 


2098. Turkey 
Basrah ; 


2099. France (Calais) : 


No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 


Uruguay ; 
(Bagdad = and 
No. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INDIA. 
POST OFFICE ACT, 1898. 
Papers referring to Amendments in 
the law relating to the Post Office in 
India. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PENAL CODE AND CRIMINAL PRO- 

CEDURE CODE AMENDMENT ACTS. 

Papers referring to Amendments in 
the law relating to sedition and defama- 
tion. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND 
WALES.) 
Twelfth Annual Report of the Inspec- 
tors, for the year 1897. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SALMON AND FRESH WATER 
FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Thirty-seventh Annual Report of the 
Inspectors of Fisheries (England and 
Wales) for the year 1897. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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DISEASES OF ANIMALS AC18, 1894 AND 
1896. 

Order, dated 13th May, 1898, intituled 
the Foreign Animals (Amendment) Order | 
of 1898. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to | 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. | 


LOAN SOCIETIES. 

Abstract of accounts of loan societies 
in England and Wales to 31st December, | 
1896, furnished to the Central Office for 
the Registry of Friendly Societies. 


| of 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 


wife’s sister ; 
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NEW BILL. 
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COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER) BILL. [H.L.] 

To amend the law as to marriage con- 
tracted in the Colonies with a deceased 
presented by the Lord 
Strathcona and Mount Royal; read the 
first time, and to be printed. [No. 74.] 


DEATH OF MR. GLADSTONE. 
*Toe PRIME MINISTER (Marquess 
Satispury): My Lords, _ before 
we go to the business of the day, it is 
our duty to record the occurrence of a 
great calamity. The most distinguished 
political name in this century has been 
withdrawn from the roll cf the living. 


; It will be in accordance with tradition, 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 5.) BILL. [H.L.] 
To be read the second time on Monday 
next. 





ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6.) BILL. [H.L.] 
To be read the second time on Monday 
next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No, 1.) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 
Order), and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 2.) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 
Order), and passed. 


| in cases somewhat similar, and I am sure 
in accordance with the feelings of this 
House, that we should address the Queen 
on this sorrowful occasion, and combine 
our voice with that of the House of 
Commons in urging that the greatest 
possible public honour may be bestowed 
on the memory of him who has been 
taken away. I propose, therefore, to 
move— 


“That an humble Address be presented to 
Her Majesty, praying that Her Majesty will 
be graciously pleased to give directions that 
the remains of the Right Hon. William Ewart 
Gladstone be publicly interred in the Collegiate 
Church of St. Peter, Westminster, and that a 
monument be there erected, with an inscription 
expressive of public admiration and _ attach- 
ment, and of the high sense entertained by the 
House of his rare and splendid gifts and of his 
devoted labours in Parliament and in great 
offices of State, and to assure Her Majesty 
that this House will concur in giving effect to 
Her Majesty’s directions.” 


My Lords, very few words are necessary, 
cr would be fitting, to commend this 
Motion to your acceptance, or to dwell 
upon the great career which yesterday 
was closed. His history, his merits, his 
wonderful qualities, have been dwelt on 
by many tongues and many pens, and 
I need not repeat them here. But the 
point which seems to me remarkable, 
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and which, I think, will attract the atten- 
tion of foreign nations and of future 
generations, perhaps more than any 
other, is the universal consent of all 
persons, of all classes, and of all schools 
of thought in doing honour on, this 
sorrowful occasion to a man who has been 
more mixed up in political conflict than 
probably any man that our history 
records. The conflicts of the past are 
so far forgotten that there is no differ- 
ence of feeling or of opinion in the 
honour which we pay to his great 
qualities, or in our desire that that 
honour should be duly displayed before 
the eyes of all the world. What is the 
cause of this unanimous opinion? Of 
course, he had qualities which distin- 
guished him from all other men; and 
you may say it was his transcendent 
intellect, his astonishing power of attach- 
ing men to him, the great influence he 
was able to exert upon the thought and 
the convictions of his contemporaries. 
But these things would not explain the 
attachment and the adoration of those 
whose ideas he _ represented. They 
would not explain why it is that feelings 
almost, if not quite, as fervent are felt 
and expressed by those whose ideas he 
has not expressed, and whose policy he 
has invariably withstood. My Lords, I 
do not think the reason is to be found 
in anything so far removed from the 
common feelings of mankind as the 
abstruse and controverted questions of 
the policy of the day. They have nothing 
to do with it. Whether he was right 
or whether he was wrong in all the 
Measures, or in most of the Measures, 
which he proposed, those are matters of 
which the discussion has passed by, and 
would certainly be singularly inappro- 
priate here, but which are really remitted 
to the judgment of future generations, 
who will securely judge by experience 
what we can only decide by forecast. 
But it was considerations more common 
to the mass of human beings, to the 
general working of the human mind, 
than any controverted questions of policy 
—it was that men recognised in him a 
man guided, whether under mistaken im- 
pressions or not it matters not, but 
guided in all the steps that he took, in all 
the efforts that he made, by a high moral 
ideal. What he sought was the achieve- 
ment of great ideals, and whether they 
were based upon sound convictions or 
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not, they could have issued from nothing 
but the greatest and the purest moral 
aspirations; and he is honoured by his 
countrymen because through so many 
years, because through so many vicissi- 
tudes and conflicts, they have recognised 
this one characteristic of his action which 
has never left it, never ceased to colour 
it. He will leave behind him, especially 
to those who have followed with deep in- 
terest the history of his later years—I 
might almost say the later months of his 
life—the memory of a great Christian 
statesman, set up necessarily on high, 
from which the sight of his character, 
his motives, and his intentions was 
situated so that it could strike all the 
world. It will have left a deep and most 
salutary influence on the political thought 
and the social thought of the generation 
in which he lived, and he will be long 
remembered, not so much for the causes 
in which he was engaged, or the political 
projects which he favoured, but as a 
great example of which history hardly 
furnishes a parallel, of a great Christian 
man. I beg, my Lords, to move the 
Motion, 


*THe Earn or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I am under no ordinary difficulry 
in following the noble Marquess, because I 
do not conceive that anything could be 
said better, anything more appropriate, 
anything more touching, than the speech 
in which he has introduced this Motion. 
Ho has undoubtedly struck the keynote 
of the universal feeling towards the 
Statesman we have lost. I agree en- 
tirely with the noble Marquess that, 
whatever we on this side, who have acted 
with him so long, may think of his 
political career—which naturally we sym- 
pathise with in its details far more than 
the noble Lords who sit opposite—but, 
whatever we may think of that, we 
are as much aware as the noble 
Marquess is that this extraordinary 
manifestation of public feeling—I sup- 
pose such a manifestation is without 
parallel in this country—is not caused 
by his splendid political achievements—- 
I speak of his eloquence, his guidancs 
of Ministries, and the high position 
which he occupied so long in the coun- 
sels of the Crown. We are as well aware 
as the noble Marquess is that that is 


* 
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not the cause of this great manifesta- 
tion of regret. It is, as the noble 


Marquess said, the appreciation of the 
moral qualities of the man, of the high- 
mindedness of his conduct, of the un- 
varying uprightness of his conduct, and 
the sense which the nation feels, as the 
noble Marquess has justly said, that in 
him we have lost not merely a Statesman 
of great power and great reputation, but 
we have lost a man who set an example 
to all who have occupied high places in 
this country, and to all the people of 
this country, whether high or low, of a 
life nobly spent, pure in its intentions, 
pure in its conduct, and which, I agree 


with the noble Marquess, will here- 
after be considered a bright example 
to this nation. My Lords, I can 
add no more. I need hardly say 


how strong my personal sympathies are 
upon such an occasion. It so happens 
that I am now the only person remain- 
ing who sat in all the Cabinets over 
which Mr. Gladstone presided; but this 
is not the occasion to enter into any 
details. I merely wish to repeat that I 
am sure we on this side of the House 
warmly acknowledge the manner in 
which the noble Marquess has proposed 
this Motion, and I am certain it will 
meet with the concurrence of the whole 
House. 


*Tue Drre or DEVONSHIRE: There 
are some Members of your Lordships’ 
House, some of whom belong to the 
Government and others who give & 
general support to the Government, who, 
however, occupy a position somewhat 
distinct from that of those in whose name 
the two noble Lords have just spoken. 
On behalf of those I desire to associate 
myself absolutely and unreservedly with 
what has fallen from the two noble Lords 
who preceded me. It has been my lot 
to serve in Parliament as a supporter, a 
colleague, and an opponent of Mr. Glad- 
stone, and for that reason I and thos> 
whom I represent are, perhaps, better 
able even than any others to appreciate 
the full force of all that has been said 
by my noble Friends on both sides of 
the House. 
it would have been unnecessary, and it 
would even have been an impertinence 
on my part, to add anything to that 


Earl of Kimberley. 


{LORDS} 


But for the events of 1886. 
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which has been said as to the great quali- 
ties of Mr. Gladstone or any of the inci- 
dents of his great career. As to those 
events. I only desire to say this: to be 
placed in acute opposition to one with 
whom as a trusted Leader we had been 
in relations of intimate confidence and 
warm personal friendship must neces- 
sarily have been, and was, to us a most 
painful position. But, although it was 
not in the character of Mr. Gladstone to 
shrink from letting his opponents feel 
the full weight of his blame or censure 
when he considered that blame or cen- 
sure was deserved, I can truly say that I 
can recall no word of his which added 
unnecessary bitterness to that position. 
My Lords, deeply as we regret the d.fier- 
ence of opinion which caused the separa- 
tion between Mr. Gladstone and so many 
of those who had been his most devoted 
adherents, we never doubted, and we do 
not doubt now, that in that, as in every 
other matter with which during his long 
public life he had to deal, his action was 
guided by no other consideration than 
that of a sense of public duty, and by 
his conception of that which was in the 
highest and truest interests of his coun- 
try. My Lords, I beg, on behalf of some 
of the noble Lords in this House, to ex- 
press our sincere concurrence in every- 
thing that has been said by the noble 
Lords who have preceded me. 


*Tue Ear, or ROSEBERY: My Lords, 
there would at first sight appear 
little left to be said after what has been 
so eloquently and feelingly put from 
both sides of the House; but as Mr. 
Gladstone’s last successor in office, and 
as one who was associated with him in 
many of the most critical episodes of the 
last 20 years of his life, your Lordships 
will perhaps bear with me for a moment 
while I say what little I can say on such 
a subject and on such an occasion. My 
Lords, it has been said by the Prime 
Minister, and I think truly, that the 
time has not yet come to fix with any 
approach to accuracy the place that Mr. 
Gladstone will fill in history. We are 
too near him to do more than note the 
vast space that he filled in the world, the 
great influence that he exercised, his 
constant contact with all the great 
movements of his time. But the sense of 
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proportion must necessarily be absent, 
and it must be left for a later 
time, and even, perhaps, for a later 
generation, accurately to appraise and 
appreciate that relation. My Lords, the 
same may also be said of his intellect 
and of his character. They are, at any 
rate, too vast a subject to be treated on 
such an occasion as this. But I may at 
least cite the words, which I shall fever 
forget, which were used by the noble 
Marquess when Mr. Gladstone resigned 
the office of Prime Minister, that— 


“his was the most brilliant intellect that had 
been applied to the service of the State since 
Parliamentary Government began.” 


That seems to me an adequate and a 
noble appreciation; but there is also 
this pitiful side, incident to all mortality, 
but which strikes one more strongly with 
regard to Mr. Gladstone than with regard 
to anyone else, and it is this—that intel- 
lect, mighty by nature, was fashioned 
and prepared by the labour of every day 
and almost every hour until the last day 
of health—fashioned to be so perfect a 
machine, only to be stopped for 
ever by a single touch of the Angel 
ci Death. My Lords, there are two 
features of Mr. Gladstone’s intellect 
which I cannot help noting on this occa- 
sion, for they were so signal and so 
salient, and distinguished him so much, 
so far as I know, from all other minds 
that I have come into contact with, that 
it would be wanting to this occasion if 
they were not noted. The first was his 
enormous power of concentration. There 
never was a man, I believe, in this world 
who at any given moment, on any given 
subject, could so devote every resource 
and power of his intellect, without the 
restriction of a single nerve within him, 


to the immediate purpose of that 
subject and that~* object. And the 
second feature is one which is 
also rare, but which, I think, has 


never been united so much with the 
faculty of concentration, and it is this: 
the infinite variety and multiplicity of 
his intellect. There was no man, I sus- 
pect, in the history of England—no man, 
at any rate, in recent centuries—who 
touched the intellectual life of the 
country at so many points, and over so 
great a range of years. But that, in 
reality, was not merely a part of his 
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intellect, but of his character, for the 
first and most obvious feature of Mr. 


Gladstone’s character was the wni- 
versality and the humanity of his 
sympathy. I do not now mean, as we 


all know, that he sympathised with great 
causes and with oppressed nations, and 
with what he believed to be the cause 
of liberty all over the world; but I do 
mean his sympathy with all classes of 
human beings, from the highest to the 
lowest. That, I believe, was one of the 
secrets of his almost unparalleled power 
over his fellow men. May I give two 
instances of what I mean? The first 
time he visited Midlothian we were driv- 
ing away from, I think, his first meeting, 
and we were followed by a shouting 
crowd as long as their strength would 
permit ; but there was one man who held 
on much longer than any of them, who 
ran, I should think, for two miles, with 
evidently some word he was anxious to 
say, and when he dropped away we lis- 
tened for what it might be. It was this: 
“TI wished to thank you, Sir, for the 
speech you made to the workhouse 
people.” I dare say not many of your 
Lordships recollect that speech; for my 


purpose, it does not particularly 
matter what its terms may have 
been. We should think it, how- 
ever, an almost overwhelming task 


to speak to a workhouse audience, and 
to administer words of consolation and 
sympathy to a mass who, after all, repre- 
sent in the main exhaustion and failure 
and destitution. That was the lowest 
class. Let me take another instance— 
from the highest. I believe that the last 
note Mr. Gladstone wrote with his own 
hand was written to Lady Salisbury, to 
ask her about a carriage accident in 
which the noble Marquess had been 
involved. I think it is pathetic, and 
characteristic of the man, that in 
the hour of his sore distress, when 
he could hardly put pen to paper, 
he should have written that note of sym- 
pathy to the wife of the most prominent, 
and not the least generous, of his poli- 
tical opponents. My Lords, sympathy 
was one great feature of Mr. Gladstone’s 
character. There was another with 
which the noble Marquess has dealt, 
which I will only touch on in a single 
word, for it is a subject not for this 
moment or for this purpose. I mean 





87 Death of 


the depth of his Christian faith. I have 
heard, not often, and have seen it made 
a subject for cavil, for sarcasm, for scof- 
fing remarks. Those remarks were the 
offspring of ignorance, and not of know- 
ledge. The faith of Mr. Gladstone, obvi- 
ously to all who knew him, pervaded 
every act and every part of his life. It 
was the faith, the pure faith, of a child, 
confirmed by the experience and the con- 
viction of a man. And that last word 
brings me to the other, and the only 
other point of his character, on which I 
would say a word. There was no expres- 
sion so frequently on Mr. Gladstone’s lips 
as the word “manhood.” Speaking of 
anyone—I can appeal to his friends 
behind me—he would say, with an accent 
that no one who heard him could ever 
forget, “So-and-so had the manhood to 
do this”; “ So-and-so had the manhood 
to do that”; and no one, I think, will, 
in the converse, ever forget the extremity 
of scorn which he could put into the 
negative phrase, “So-and-so had not the 
manhood to do this”; “So-and-so had 
not the manhood to say that.” It was 
obvious, from all he said and from all 
he did, that that virile virtue of man- 


hood, in which he comprehended courage, 
righteous daring, the disdain of odds 
against him—that virile virtue of man- 
hood was, perhaps, the one that he put 


the highest. This country, this nation, 
loves brave men. Mr. Gladstone was the 
bravest of the brave. There was no cause 
so hopeless that he was afraid to under- 
take it; there was no amount of opposi- 
tion that would cow him when once he 
had undertaken it. It was then faith, 
marhood, and sympathy that formed 
the triple base of Mr. Gladstone’s 
character. My Lords, this is, as 
has been pointed out, a unique 
occasion. Mr. Gladstone always ex- 
pressed the hope that there might be an 
interval left to him between the end of 
his political and of his natural life. That 
period was given to him, for it is more 
than four years since he quitted the 
sphere of politics. Those four years have 
been with him a special preparation for 
his death; but have they not also been 
a preparation for his death with the 
nation at large? Had he died in the 
plenitude of his power as Prime Minister 
would it have been possible for a vigorous 
and convinced Opposition to allow to 
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pass to him, without a word of 
dissent, the honours which are now 
universally conceded? My Lords, 
that has all changed now. Hushed 
is the voice of criticism, hushed 
are the controversies in which he took 
part, hushed for the moment is the 
very sound of Party conflict. I venture 
to think that this is a notable fact in our 
history. It was not so with the elder 
Pitt. It was not so with the younger 
Pitt. It was not so with the elder Pitt, 
in spite of his tragic end, of his 
unrivalled services, and of his feeble old 
age. It was not so with the younger 
Pitt, in spite of his long control of the 
country and his absolute and absorbed 
devotion to the State. I think that we 
should remember this as creditable, net 
merely to the man, but to the nation. 
My Lords, there is one deeply melancholy 
feature of Mr. Gladstone’s death, by far 
the most melancholy, to which, I think, 
none of my noble Friends have adverted 
I think that all our thoughts must be 
turned, now that he has gone, to that 
solitary and pathetic figure, who for 60 
years shared all the sorrows and all the 
joys of Mr. Gladstone’s life ; who received 
his every confidence and every aspira- 
tion; who shared his triumphs with him, 
and cheered him under his defeats ; who, 
by her tender vigilance, I firmly believe, 
sustained and prolonged his years. I 
think that the occasion ought not to pass 
without letting Mrs. Gladstone know that 
she is in all our thoughts to-day. And 
yet, my Lords, putting that one figure 
aside, to me, at! any rate, this is not an 
occasion for absolute and entire and 
unreserved lamentation. Were it, indeed, 
possible so to protract the inexorable 
limits of human life, that we might have 
hoped that future years, and even future 
gdnerations, might see Mr. Gladstone’s 
face and hear his matchless voice, and 
receive the lessons of his unrivalled 
experience, we might, perhaps, grieve 
to-day as those who have no hope. But 
that is not the case. He had long 
exceeded the span of mortality, and his 
latter months had been months of 
unspeakable pain and distress. He is 
now in that rest for whicn he sought and 
prayed, and which was to give him relief 
from an existence which had become @ 
burden te him. Surely this should not be 
an occasion entirely for grief, when a life 
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prolonged to such a limit, so full of 
honour, so crowned with glory, has come 
to its termination. The nation lives that 
produced him. The nation that produced 
him may yet produce others like him; 
and. in the meantime. it is rich in his 
memory, rich in his life, and rich, above 
all, in his animating and _ inspiring 
example. Nor do I think that we should 
regard this heritage as limited to 
our own country or to our own 
race. It seems to me—if we may 
judge by the papers of to-day— 
that it is shared by, that it is the 
possession of, all civilised mankind ; and 
that generations yet to come, through 
many long years, will look for encourage- 
ment in labour, for fortitude in adversity, 
for the example of a sublime Christi- 
anity, with constant hope and constant 
encouragement, to the pure, the splendid, 
the dauntless figure of William Ewart 
Gladstone. , 


Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 


RATING OF THE CLERGY. 
*Earnt STANHOPE: My Lords, I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
it is likely that the Royal Commission on 
Rating will soon be able to make an 
ad interim Report with respect to the 
rating of the clergy. I am asking 
this inquiry of my noble Friend Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh, not in his capacity 
as Secretary for Scotland, but as chair- 
man of the Royal Commission on Rating, 
which, as your Lordships are aware, has 
been sitting for some time. During 
the last 10 years the clergy have suffered 
heavily owing to the fall of tithes, and 
there is a strong feeling out of doors that 
some alleviation with regard to rating 
should be proposed in the present Session 
of Parliament. The hardship of the whoie 
matter is that the Act of last Session— 
the imperfect Act. known as the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act—while it gives allevia- 
tion to ratepayers, and does give allevia- 
tion to clergymen who hold their own 
land, gives no alleviation to tithes. I 
think, my Lords, that it is a great 
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injustice that clergymen, with their 
largely diminished incomes, should be 
rated, not only on their houses and their 
glebe, but also on their tithes. More- 
over, if a clergyman chooses to let his 
glebe, he receives no abatement what- 
ever. In the Midland counties, especially 
in Northamptonshire, there are many 
cases in which land has been allotted in 
lieu of tithes, and in those cases the 
clergyman does get relief; but the 
general rule is that tithes ‘pay rates but 
get no relief under the Act of last Ses- 
sion. I am sure we all sympathise with 
the clergy in this matter, and will view 
with equal sympathy any Measure which 
might be proposed to alleviate their con- 
dition. That is the reason I as this 
question. I feel that without legislation 
it will be difficult to give any consider- 
able relief. I do not know whether it 
would be possible for the Local Govern- 
ment Board to issue an Order to the 
various Assessment Committees by which 
tithes would be exempted from rating. I 
trust, however, that if I cannot get a 
sympathetic answer from my _ noble 
Friend as to a Report being shortly laid 
on the Table, the time will not be far 
distant when Her Majesty’s Government 
will see their way to bring in a Measure 
to relieve the heavily-rated clergy. 


Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lerd Batrour of BurteicH): My Lords, 
I have no hesitation in expressing my 
sympathy with many of the views of the 
noble Earl. I am afraid, however, that 
this is a matter in which sympathy alone 
will not be wholly satisfactory. I can 
assure the noble Earl that the Royal 
Commission over which I have the honour 
to preside. has given, and is still giving, 
a great deal of attention to the subject 
of the rating of tithe rent-charge. We 
have received a very considerable amount 
of evidence from various representative 
organisations. We have also been, I 
think I may say, almost inundated by the 
large number of communications from 
individuals which we have received, and 
received quite recently. We have also 
a very considerable amount of documen- 
tary information to look through, and I 
can assure the noble Earl that there are 
still a very large number of those who- 
have expressed a sincere desire to be 
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heard by the Commission for whom we 
have not yet been able to find a place. 
My Lords, I do not propose to go on this 
occasion into the history of the rating of 
tithe rent-charge, which is intricate and 
would require a considerable amount cf 
time to explain; but I understand that 
in the main the case which is put for- 
ward by clerical tithe owners at the 
present time is that tithe rent-charge ha; 
been unfairly and unjustly valued, and 
not assessed in accordance with the Paro- 
chial Assessments Act, 1836. I think it 
must be obvious to everybody that the 
principle laid down in this Act for ascer- 
taining the rateable value of properties 
generally was not very applicable to tithe 
rent-charge, and although the Courts 
have decided that tithe rent-charge is to 
be like all other property, 
according to what it might be reason- 
ably expected to let for, a certain amount 
of hardship has been created by that 


assessed, 


decision. I may say that I came to the 
consideration of this matter with a 
strictly impartial mind, because 
until I was made a member of 
this Commission, and heard the 
evidence which we have _ taken, 


I am afraid I must confess that I knew 
absolutely nothing about the matter; 
but I have, so far as Iam personally con- 
cerned, come very distinctly to the con- 
clusion that the tithe rent-charge, as a 
class of property, is rated nearer to the 
gross value than any other. I think I 
am justified in saying that on _ that 
ground the clerical titheowner at the 
present time does bear a heavier burden 
of local rates than any other owner of 
property. My Lords, we have got to that 
length that, while it goes to some extent 
to justify the anxiety of those for whom 
the noble Earl has spoken, it does not 
go very far in the direction of deciding 
what will be the best remedy to apply. 
I must say that in this matter I find 
very considerable difficulty. I do not 
think I should serve any useful purpose 
if I were to express my own opinion upon 
it here. I think that it had better be 
reserved for the Commission. We have 
not, as a Commission, ventured as yet 
entirely to close the inquiry. We frankly 
admit that there is a grievance, and 
it is quite possible that, when we do 
come to issue a report, we shall find our- 
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selves able to go the whole length of 
meeting the wishes of those for whom the 
noble Earl has spoken. I think he will 
admit—I believe every member, or nearly 
every member, of the Commission will 
agree—that, until we see our way clearly 
in the matter, it will be a dangerous 
thing for us to announce that the inquiry 
is wholly closed. I cannot, therefore, 
make a definite promise that there will 
be a Report. I do not wish to be under- 
stood, on the other hand, to say that 
there will be no Report in the course of 
the summer. It is not at present abso- 
lutely decided whether we shall find our- 
selves able to recommend a_ remedy. 
Some of the Reports which have been 
published in the usual channels of infor- 
mation have been entirely premature. 
I hope that, under all the circumstances 
in which we are placed as a Commission 
the somewhat difficult circumstances 
=the noble Earl, and those for whom he 
speaks, will accept my assurance that we 
are thoroughly alive to the fact that the 
state of things, as they exist at present, 
constitutes a real grievance, and that we 
shall not delay longer thar. is absolutely 
necessary in endeavouring to find a solu- 
tion. 





PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL 
The Report of the Amendments to 
this Bill was received. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Clause 2, page 1, line 12, after ‘ consent,’ 
insert ‘of the heritors, if any, and.’”—(Lord 
Tweedmouth. ) 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
have an Amendment to this Bill that I 
desire to ask your Lordships’ acceptance 


of. The object of the Bill is one 
with which I am entirely in_ har 
mony. It is to enable churches 
and manses to be removed from 


places where they have ceased to be of 
use to other parts of the same locality 
where they are more required; but, in 
making the provisions for the change of 
site, it seems to me that one class of per- 
sons—the heritors, or the land-holders of 
the parish—have been somewhat for- 
gotten. In the 5th clause of this Bill the 
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liability of heritors is carefully reserved, 
whereas in the preceding clauses, with 
regard to the removal of the churches or 
manses, no reference whatever is made 
to the heritors. The object of my Amend- 
ment is to secure that, when it is pro- 
posed that churches and manses should 
be removed under the Bill, the heritors 
of the parish should be consulted in the 
matter, and their consent obtained. 


Lorp BALFOUR. or BURLEIGH: I 
nave no hesitation in accepting this 
Amendment. The Bill will really not 
come into operation in any town or 
borough in which heritors are likely to 
have an interest in the church. I believe 
that in most cases the churches affected 
will be churches which are vested in the 
magistrates and the town councils. The 
Amendment suggested by the noble Lord 
was the subject of some discussion in the 
Standing Committee, and, after full con- 
sideration, I have come to the conclusion 
that the words suggested to be added, if 
they do not do any good in those cases 
to which we think the Bill will apply, can- 
not do any harm. Therefore, I am willing 
to accept the Amendment. 


Amendment acreed to. 


ATTENDANCE OF CHILDREN AT 
SCHOOL (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


LICENSING (DISQUALIFICATION OF 
JUSTICES REMOVAL) BILL. 

Earn COWPER: My Lords, I beg to 
move the Second Reading of this Bill. 
This is rather a small Bill, but its object 
is to remedy a practical and a very 
appreciable grievance. It is recom- 
mended by the Society of Chairmen of 
Quarter Sessions, which is composed of 
the most able local men in the country, 


who would not be likely to give 


other than good advice. The Bill 
has nothing to do with the main 
question of licensing. It appears, 


my Lords, that no justice having any 
interest in the retail sale of liquor is 
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allowed to act on the Licensing Com- 
mittee of the district in which his in- 
terest lies, or in the neighbouring dis- 
trict. It has been determined that this 
applies to any magistrate who has shares 
in any railway company which has re- 
freshment rooms in the district, or, in 
other words, shares in any railway which 
runs through the district in which, or 
near which, this magistrate resides. It 
is quite clear that the shares in a rail- 
way company would not be appreciably 
affected—would not be affected in the 
smallest degree—by the amount of 
liquor sold at these small refreshment 
rooms, and that his interest in them is 
nominal. The present state of the law 
has been found to deprive the licensing 
committees of the services of many useful 
men. The Bill which I am asking your 
Lordships to read a second time provides 
that a justice of the peace shall not be 
disqualified from acting for any purpose 
under the Licensing Acts, 1872-74, or 
under any Act for regulating the sale of 
intoxicating liquors, or the granting of 
licences for such sale, by reason of his 
holding any share or being otherwise 
interested (whether beneficially or other- 
wise) in any railway company which 
is a retailer of any intoxicating liquor 
in the licensing district, or in the dis- 
trict or districts adjoining to that in 
which such justice usually acts, or which 
is wholly or partly the owner, lessee, or 
occupier of any licensed premises. Care 
has been taken not to alter the Statute 
more than is necessary, or to weaken 
the action of the law in other respects. 
I hope your Lordships will not object to 
give this Bill a second reading. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I quite agree with the noble Earl 
opposite. I know from personal ex- 
perience that very great inconvenience 
has been caused by the present state of 
the law. There are so many disqualifica- 
tions of magistrates from acting on 
licensing committees that some of the 
best men for the duty are excluded. I 


cordially support the second reading of 
this Bill. 


*Toe LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): My Lords, as chairman of the 
Society of Chairmen of Quarter Sessions, 
I highly approve of this Bill. Cases 
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tically there was no magistrate who 
could act on account of the disabilities 
imposed. I welcome this Bill as one 
which will remove these disqualifica- 
tions. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (Ear of 
Harssury): I had some doubt as to 
whether the disqualification referred to 
was ever contemplated to apply in such 
cases, but, technically, I suppose it does. 
The disqualification is certainly one that 
should be removed. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


MERCANTILE MARINE. 
Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I beg 


to move to resolve— 


“That in view of the serious need that 
exists of insuring in time of war an adequate 
reserve for our Navy, and also a constant 
supply of food to this country, it is the duty 
of Her Majesty's Government to take such 
measures as may be deemed advisable (1) to 
encourage and assist the British shipowners in 
their competition with foreign vessels to man 
them exclusively with British subjects; (2) to 
ensure that men shipping as seamen shall be 
bona fide of the class that their certificates 
and discharges would show them to be; and 
(3) to amend the law relating to such certifi- 
cates and discharges.” 


My Lords, I alluded last week to the 
subject embodied in this Motion, and 
I now bring it before your Lordships 
in a more extended form, in order to 
call your attention to a very important 
and a very serious matter—a matter of 
national importance which requires legis- 
lation. My Lords, I spoke of the mer- 
cantile marine as the First Reserve of 
the Empire, and I think, my Lords, I 
did right in so doing. It is universally 
acknowledged that the Royal Navy is 
our first line of defence; it is our first 
fighting force. The Royal Navy, my 
Lords, has no Reserve to fall back on, 
except the mercantile marine. It is on 
the mercantile marine that we shall have 
to depend for men to man our ships in 
time of war, and for the supply of food 
to this country. Since I mentioned last 
week that, in my opinion, the true 
granary of England was her ships, I have 
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been informed that England can grow 
enough corn to supply the country; but 
at the present time the country seems to, 
be dependent on the corn brought ove; 
the sea. The Reserve I am referring io 


—the mercantile marine—has been 
neglected. We have foreigners in com- 


mand of British ships. We have men of 
all nations serving in those ships, and 
there are some British vessels thas are 
not only commanded, but entirely manned 
by other than British subjects. We 
have men entering the shipping as seamen: 
who know very little of their duties, 
and who really are not seamen. This is 
due, my Lords, to the present practice 
of granting discharges. It is an utter 
fallacy, my Lords, to say that 
in these days of steam you do 
not require seamen, and that a 
man can on board a steamer and 
learn all that is required of him. So 
long as you have vessels afloat you 
must have seamen, whether they are 
steamers or sailing vessels, and to have 
those vessels you must have the ship- 
owners. Therefore you must treat the 
question in its entirety—from the ship- 
owner down to the ship’s boy. TI recog- 
nise that it is a difficult question, but it 
is one that must be dealt with sooner or 
later, and the sooner the better for the 
welfare of this country. It is a subject 
that must be dealt with in a thoroughly 
comprehensive manner. It is no time 
now to take half measures. When there 
is so much interest taken in the Army 
Reserve—when the Army Reserve is 
deemed of such great importance that 
there is even some talk of conscription 
—how very much more necessary is it 
to take in hand the First Reserve, a 
body to which in a great part England 
owes its existence as a nation, and which 
has helped largely to extend the Empire. 
I speak of the mercantile marine as part 
and parcel of the Royal Navy, just as 
you speak of the Militia and the Army 
Reserve as part and parcel of the Army. 
In the old days, my Lords, when our 
power was being built up—in Queen 
Elizabeth’s days—the mercantile marine 
and the Royal Navy were one and the 
same; and in Nelson’s day a great part 
of the men who served in his ships were 
merchant seamen. The merchant ser- 
vice was looked upon then as the nur- 
sery of the Royal Navy. We have @ 
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number of officers and men of the mer- 
cantile marine who are embodied in the 
Naval Reserve, and who, when we go 
to war, will be required to serve on 
board Her Majesty’s ships. Who, then, 
will be the Second Reserve? Who will 
be the men to man the ships conveying 
food to the United Kingdom? Who will 
be the men to man the ships required to 
carry coal to the Fleet, and to man the 
warships! The Royal Naval Reserve 
men are presumably picked men from 
the merchant service. When they are 
required, who will you have left? Very 
likely you will have a number of very 
good men ; but I will ask you, my Lords, 
is it not of vital importance that we 
should see that the whole of this service 
is efficient and capable of taking its part 
in the defence and support of this great 
Empire? I think, my Lords, you can 
no longer look on the merchant shipping 
as a merely private concern. It is a 
public concern now, and the country 
must be prepared, my Lords, to assist 
the shipowners in their competition with 
foreion vessels, and, if necessary, to give 
them State aid. You will also require, 
my Lords, to have a certain number of 
sailing vessels to train your seamen. 
You will have to see that the men who 
ship as seamen are seamen. You will 
have to revise the whole of the present 
system of granting discharges. I know, 
my Lords, that all this will entail trouble 
and expense; but is it not far better 
to have that trouble and expense now 
than have greater trouble and far more 
expense hereafter? I know that these 
reforms will take some time, and that 
they cannot all be effected at once. I 
am sorry to say that at the present 
time it would be impossible for us to 
man all our vessels with British subjects, 
but I think, my Lords, that in time this 
could be accomplished. I would strongly 
urge the necessity of legislation tending 
in this direction. I now beg to move 
the Resolution. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Earl of Dupter): My Lords, 
it seems to me that the _ proposi- 
tions laid down by my noble Friend 
rest, to a certain extent, upon the sup- 
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quate in time of war; and the 
chief part of my noble Friend’s 


speech has been directed to establishing 
that contention. |My Lords, that, of 
course, is a very large question, in which 
the Department that I am connected 
with is only indirectly concerned. It 
is, therefore, not for me to argue that 
point with my noble Friend. All that I 
can say on that score is that the Board 
of Trade fully realises how important it 
is that the supply of British seamen for 
the Naval Reserve should be fully main- 
tained, and my noble Friend can rest 
assured that no means for advancing that 
object is ever ignored or lost sight of 
by that Department. Now, my Lords, 
what does my noble Friend ask the 
Government to do? In the first place, he 
desires that encouragement should be 
given to British shipowners to employ 
British seamen exclusively upon their 
ships. Well, if he had omitted the word 
“exclusively ” I should have been pre- 
pared to sympathise with him to a great 
extent. 


Lorp 


subjects. 


THe Earn or DUDLEY: Well, that 
is much the same thing. Everyone, 
I suppose, my Lords, deplores the 
fact that the proportion of foreign 
seamen in our mercantile marine 
is excessively large, and I am afraid 
the proportion tends to increase every 
year rather than the reverse. If, then, 
the Government saw any equitable 
means of discouraging that increase, 
I think it is perfectly safe to say that 
they would readily make use of it. The 
great difficulty, however, is to find a 
means of discouraging that increasa 
which is equitable. I confess that I 
listened with great attention to my nobla 
Friend’s speech to hear if he suggested 
any means by which that object could be 
attained, and I, personally, was not able 
to gather from his speech any definite 
plan. I do not know whether my noble 
Friend contemplates any return, or any 
partial return, te the Navigation Laws, 
under. waich}~ as cyour Lordships know, 


MUSKERRY: I said British 





position contained in the early part cf 


certain proportions, varying in different 
instances, ,of <British: seamen’ wera -com- 


the Motion, that the present reserv2 cf pellec ¢o ke carried cm British ships. If 
seamen for our Navy would be inade- 


; that is his opinion, at any rate, it seems 
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to me that that would be rather drastic 
encouragement to the British shipowners, 
even if it can be carried out; and I 
confess that in my opinion I do not think 
it can be. In the first place, it would 
entail the absolute reversal of our policy 
during the last 40 or 50 years, by which 
we have sought to remove restrictions 
upon trade and commerce; and, in the 
second place, it would, I think, create 
such an agitation among shipowners that 
I doubt if any Government would at- 
tempt to persevere with it. Moreover, 
I would point out to my noble Friend 
that if it is his desire, as he states in 
his Motion, to encourage the British ship- 
owner and to help the British shipowner 
against the competition of the foreign 
shipowner, the last way in the world te 
set about it would be to place restric- 
tions on hig trade, and to hamper him, 
and prevent him carrying on his business 
in the way which he considered most 
advantageous and profitable to himself. 
As my noble Friend knows very well, 
this large proportion of foreign seamen 
that are now in our mercantile marine 
is not due to any scarcity of British 
seamen. There are plenty of British sea- 
men in our ports to man our ships if 
made use of. The large proportion of 
foreign seamen is due to other causes 
which I do not care to enter into at the 
present time. There is no doubt that ir 
many instances the shipowners employ 
foreign sailors deliberately, in preference 
to English seamen, and, although I 
deplore that fact, no doubt as much as 
my noble Friend does, I confess that I 
do not see how, by legislation, you can 
interfere to prevent the shipowners 
taking advantage their undoubted 
rights in that matter, 
or back to a_ state of things 
which existed 40 or 50 years ago, 
under totally different conditions. The 
next thing my noble Friend wished ths 
Government to do is to take measures 
to ensure that men shipping as seamen 
shall be bond-fide of the class that their 
certificates and digcharger would, shu, 
them to ve. -Weli, Ary orgs, taat is by, 
no means a new question; it, has been 
brought before: the Board of “Trade for 
many years past. ° The’ Royal Commis. 
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sion on Loss of Life at Sea reported in 
1884 that— 


“With respect to the rating of able seamen, 
it is now the law that no man is entitled to ba 
so rated unless he can prove four years’ ser- 
vice at sea before the mast. There is, how- 
ever, great laxity in this matter. Men are 
constantly rated as ‘A.B.’ without any inqui 
as to their past service, and without "sufficient 
qualification. Practically it rests with masters 
of vessels ; nor does it appear to us that there 
is any certain method by which this can be 
prevented.” 


The state of the law as defined in the 
Report of the Royal Commission is still 
the state of the law; but since this 
Report was issued a circular has been 
sent by the Board of Trade to their 
superintendents, in which those officers 
are instructed to add the letters “N.P.” 
(which mean “ not proven”) to the letters 
“A.B.” in every case where a seaman has 
failed to produce his discharge showing 
that he has four years’ service. AndIam 
afraid. that although that may seem a 
very inadequate provision, it is the only 
thing that can possibly be done under 
the existing law; for, although the law 
lays down that a man shall only be 
entitled to the rating of “A.B.” after he 
has served four years at sea, still, under 
the Act, there is no pen alty against 2 
man rating himself as anything he 
chooses. There is no penalty on the 
master for giving him an “A.B.” rating, 
nor is there any power to prevent the 
superintendents allowing men to sign 


themselves as “able seamen,” “ excellent 
seamen,” or anything they choos:. 
Moreover, my Lords, there is no pro- 


vision to compel ships to carry able 
seamen at all. They can carry ordinary 
seamen or seamen; and therefore, 23 
long as that law exists, I cannot see what 
use it would be to insist upon any quali- 
fications of able seamen being more fully 
observed. I daresay my noble Friend 
will ask, “Why not amend the law in 
this respect?” In my opinion, although 
I hesitate to express one on this subject, 
it would be impossible to amend the law 
with satisfactory results, for it is obvious 
that so long as a ship is not required to 
cerry “A.B.’s” at all, it will serve no 
ugeful purpose to insist on a certain 
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Moreover, the case is different as regards 
masters and mates. 
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course, the law does lay down that every 
ship in the foreign trade must have a 
certified master and a certified mate, but 
the law, so far as I understand it, does 
not make it necessary for a ship to carry 
seamen at all. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: Not “A.B.’s.”? 


Tue Earn or DUDLEY: No; they 
may be boys or landsmen. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: Monstrous! 


Tut Earn or DUDLEY: The law 
merely says that no seaman shall have 
the qualification of “A.B.” unless he 
has served four years at sea, but it does 
not, as I have already explained, place 
any penalty either upon the master or 
the seaman for misrepresentation as to 
rating. Therefore, as the law at present 
stands, I am afraid that we have not) 
been able to do anything more than issue | 
the circular to which I have alluded. 
Now we come to the advisability oi 
amending the law, and I would point out 
to my noble Friend that if we amended 
the law we should have, I think, to make 
the condition that every ship should carry | 
so many “A.B.’s.” That would neces- | 
sitate the introduction of a manning | 
scale ; it would entail the classification cf | 
every crew; and, in my humble opinion, 
I do not think it would be possible to do 
that. I may tell my noble Friend that 
last year, during the discussion on the 
Under-manning Bill, it was considered 
whether it was possible to produce a 
manning scale, and I think the over- 
powering preponderance of opinion of 
the shipowning interest was that it was 
impossible, taking into consideration the 
varying circumstances of the shipping 
industry, to attempt anything like a| 
satisfactory or adequate manning scale. | 
Therefore, so long as you are unable to} 
produce a manning scale, I do not see | 
how you are going to secure the object 
that you aim at by insisting upon the 
rating of “A.B.” being in all cases ob- 
served. Now, my Lords, if the House 
will bear with me, I will go back to the 
point which I was alluding to when the 
noble Lord interrupted me—namely, 
that the case differs altogether from 
that of master and mate. In that case 
the law does lay down that a ship shall | 
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carry a certified master and a certi- 
fied mate, and, of course, the superin- 
tendents of our mercantile marine are 
able to prevent a ship going to sea unless 
she has a certified master and mate, but 
the superintendents have not the power 
to detain ships that do not carry a given 
number of able seamen. There are, 
however, I think, two safeguards against 
the evil to which the noble Lord nas 
referred. Tho first is that, in mv 
opinion, if a master uses adequate care 
in looking over the discharges which are 
presented when men “sign on,” he can 
always judge what are the qualifications 
of the various seamen. That is the first 
safecuard. The second is that, under the 
Act of last year, the surveying officers 
of the Board of Trade have power to 
prevent a vessel from going to sea if she 
is not adequately manned, and I think 
it will be found in practice that in cases 
where men have “signed on” who are 
not competent seamen, and who are not 
fit to take a vessel to sea—that in those 
cases the surveying officers would con- 
sider that the ship is under-manned, and 
consequently unsafe, and prevent her 
going to sea in that condition. My 
Lords, I think I have been able to ex- 
plain the position, so far as we under- 
stand it at the Board of Trade, to my 
noble Friend. I confess I think that 
probably the intention cf the original 
framers of the Act of 1880 was to give 
compulsory power to the superinten- 
dents to prevent men “signing on” as 
“A.B.’s” who have not served for four 
years, but the law does not give that 
power, no matter what the framers 
intended. And I am informed at the 
Board of Trade that no useful purpose 
could be served in amending the law 
unless you can find some means of 
framing an adequate manning scale. 


*Tue Earn or RAVENSWORTH: My 
Lords, no noble Lord, I think, in this 
House can have read the terms of this 
Motion without being struck with its 
extracrdinary importance, particularly 
at the present time. I do not think 
your Lordships can have failed to recog- 
nise not only the importance of tne 
Motion, but the admirable purpose for 
which the noble Lord below me has 
brought it forward ; and I must say that 
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I looked, as many of your Lordships pro- 
bably looked, with great anxiety, not un- 
mixed with curiosity, to the terms of the 
answer which would be given on behalf 
of the Board of Trade by the noble 
Earl who represents that Board so ably 
in this House. Now, my Lords, I speak 
as a landsman, and I do so with due 
respect to my noble Friend below me 
[Lord Muskerry], who speaks as a sailor. 
This question has occupied my attention 
for more years than I should like 
to tell your Lordships, and, as I 
represent, to some extent, the north- 
east coast of England, I feel justi- 
fied in troubling your Lordships with a 
few remarks on this subject. One thing 
is certain—no Government could pos- 
sibly attempt to deal with this question 
except with the full and friendly 
assistance and co-operation of- the 
shipowners themselves. I have suf- 
ficient confidence in our shipowners, 
and in their ability to conduct their 
business, to agree entirely with what the 
noble Earl has said, that the best thine 
we can possibly do is to let them conduct 
their business in their own way. This is 
a very difficult question, and one which I 
can easily understand the Government 
is rather nervous about handling. In 
looking at it, it is very necessary to 
draw a distinct line between the differ- 
ent trades, and the tendency of different 
trades to draw different races into them. 
Now, we will divide the two great trades 
of this country into two parts—the Wes- 
tern trade and the Eastern trade. In the 
Western trade you will find a large pro- 
portion, I think, of the foreign element, 
composed of Scandinavians (Norwegians, 
Swedes, and Danes), some few being 
Dutchmen and Germans. If you talk to 
a shipowner on this subject, I apprehend 
he will tell you that these men are very 
excellent seamen. Some shipowners, I 
am almost confident, would tell you that 
they actually preferred to empicy these 
men; and for this reason—they are 
obedient, and more easily satisfied than 
our seamen. They are more amenable to 
discipline, and above all, they are more 
temperate in their habits. I do not wish 
to be understood to say anything against 
our seamen, but I think I am justified by 
fact in making that statement. We now 
come to the Eastern trade. There you 
find a different class of seamen alto- 
gether. The seamen inthe Eastern trade 
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comprise Orientals of various kinds. ] 
am not for a moment attempting to vay 
that you can compare a Lascar with 4 
trained British seaman, but I would re. 
mind the House that in voyages to and 
from the East—through the Red Sea 
and the Persian Gulf, for instance—the 
climate is a very serious consideration, 
and it must be admitted that any 
Oriental is much more capable of bearing 
the extremes of heat than a British 
sailor. I can conceive it possible that 
even in Eastern ports the presence on 
board of a certain number of Orientals 
may not be without its advantage. 
Therefore, I am quite alive to the hesita- 
tion which has been shown by the noble 
Earl who represents the Board of Trade, 
and which has been aroused by that un- 
fortunate word—if the nokle Lord will 
allow me to say so— exclusive” ¢m- 
ployment of British seamen. 

MUSKERRY: I said British 


LorRD 
subjects. 


*THE 
Very 


RAVENSWORTH : 
will accept that. 
I do not  believe—and I say it 
not without conviction — that it 
would be possible at the present time to 
man our ships exclusively with British 
subjects. It will be necessary to refer, 
in dealing with this matter, to the larger 
question—namely, the Royal Naval Re- 
serve. I should always desire to regard 
the two Navies—the Mercantile Navy 
and the Royal Navy—as one harmonious 
whole. It is absolutely necessary that we 
should do so; and we have gone a long 
way in the direction of uniting the two 
services through the personnel of the 
Royal Naval Reserve. You have got 
under the control of the Admiralty, by 
the payment of a retaining fee, the cream 
of the merchant service—men who are 
found mainly on the great lines of 
steamers trading all over the world. 
There has, however, always appeared to 
me to be a defect even in that carefully- 
considered organisation. We are every 
day learning how suddenly an outbreak 
of war may occur, and therefore it is 
impossible to press too strongly upon the 
attention of the Government the absolute 
necessity of having something in the 
shape of a complete organisation of our 
maritime population. I do not believe 
that ary such organisation exists. I want 
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yery much to know what will be the posi- 
tion of our great shipping companies 
when they find a large proportion of their 
best men transferred into the Royal Navy 
on the outbreak of a great naval war. I 
very greatly doubt, indeed, their means 
of filling the places of these men on an 
emergency. I am not able to speak with 
accurate knowledge on that subject. I 
apprehend that many of our great steam- 
ship companies have something in the 
nature of a Reserve, by means of which 
they could lay their hands on a certain 
number of able seamen; but what I want 
particularly to impress upon the mind of 
the noble Earl who represents the 
Board of Trade in this House 
is that the time has come when the 
country should possess a firmer grip 
upon the whole of its maritime popula- 
tion. There are hundreds and thousands 
of men who have spent the whole of their 
lives on the sea available, but there is 
no organisation, as there is in France, by 
which you can lay your hands upon them. 
France can command, I think, something 
like 100,000 men at any time, and they 
are trained men. We want an organisa- 
tion of that kind. We want something 
behind the Merchant Navy—something 
analogous to the Volunteer Force behind 
our Army. No doubt that would imply 
a word which is very offensive, I am 
afraid, to English ears. It would imply 
something in the nature of compulsion ; 
but, my Lords, in my humble judgment 
the time has come when the country will 
be forced to look in the face that which 
is too often considered to be an inter- 
ference with individual liberty. I deny 
that any able-bodied subject of Her 
Majesty ought to be allowed to claim 
liberty when the safety of the country 
isin the scale. It is the fashion among 
a great number of people—well-informed 
people—to tell you that love of the sea 
is innate in the British breast. That 
statement has been based upon the expe- 
rience of former days, but I do not think 
it is safe for the Government to rely on 
the existence of that feeling to the same 
extent now as formerly. Many noble 
Lords have had some acquaintance with 
our school ships, and I think those who 
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have had the privilege, and many of them 
the pleasure, of visiting these vessels will 
bear me out when I say that nothing 
could be more perfect than the drill and 
discipline on board these ships, and the 
work done by these young boys; but 
you have no security whatever that those 
boys will go to sea. A large number of 
them do not. That is the defect in the 
excellent system of school ships. As I 
said before, your great neighbour— 
friendly neighbour, I trust, but your 
great rival, your most powerful rival at 
sea—has got an organisation which, I 
think, you would do well to imitate. It 
will imply a certain amount of coms 
pulsion, but I think a scheme might be 
worked out by which you would be able 
to lay your hand on a larger body of 
your maritime population. It will cost 
money, but the people of this country 
will back you up. They have set their 
minds upon maintaining the supremacy 
of the seas, and it is the duty of the 
Government to leave no step untried, 
even at the risk of introducing some- 
thing like compulsion, which would help 
them to lay their hands on a larger 
number of their maritime population as 
a Reserve, not to the Royal Navy, but to 
the Merchant Navy of this country. The 
Government should, by judicious steps, 
forward a movement of that kind. My 
Lords, every year adds to the responsi- 
bilities of this country. I say it with 
anxiety ; and I want to ask the Govern- 
ment this question: Are you certain that 
the means at your disposal, that your 
Army and that your Navy, are able to 
meet these responsibilities? I have the 
greatest doubts in my own mind on the 
subject, and, unless you have some care- 
fully considered scheme by which you 
will be able to command the services of 
your maritime population, you will not 
be in a position to meet these responsi- 
bilities. I speak with earnestness, and 
with the belief that some of the points I 
have ventured to bring before your Lord- 
ships will bear examination, and will be 
found to be true. The thanks of the 
House are due to the noble Lord who has 
brought his experience to bear on tha 
question, and who hag pointed out tae 
F 
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importance of this matter, and the de 
sirability of paying more attention than 
we do to our Reserves. The noble Lord 
says it is the duty of the Government to 
assist British shipowners, their 
competition with foreign shipowners, 
to man their vessels exclusively with 
British subjects. It is one thing to en- 
courage, but another to assist, and 
I very much doubt whether the 
shipowners themselves would say that 


in 


to debar them from the employ- 
ment of foreign seamen would assist 
them largely in their competition 


with their rivals. I believe it is neces- 
sary that they should have some foreign 
seamen. I will not detain the House 
longer. I think the country will be grate- 
ful to the noble Lord for bringing this 
question before their minds, and I trust 
it will be taken up in the country, and 
that some scheme in the direction of a 
more complete organisation of our mari- 
time population may be the result. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I do not 
propose to exter at length into this sub- 
ject. I rise rather to apologise, or to 
explain why I do not discuss it at any 
length. The subject is divided into two 
parts. The first part relates particularly 
to the Royal Navy, with which Service I 
had the honour of recently being con- 
nected; and the other part of the sub- 
ject relates to most important questions 
connected with the management of the 
mercantile marine. Now, my Lords, I 
rather deprecate the discussion of 
abstract Resolutions of this kind without 
a concrete proposal being formulated, 
either by the Government or by a noble 
Lord, which the House, as a whole, could 
discuss. My noble Friend who has just 
spoken has made a most interesting and 
very able speech. With a great deal of 
what he has said I concur, but I must at 
once say I fear he is wrong in supposing 
this country will be prepared to depart 
from the voluntary system in connection 
with the enlistment of sailors for the 
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Fleet. During the time I had the honour 
of being in the Admiralty, I received, on 
several occasions, deputations on the sub- 
ject of the manning of the mercantile 
marine, and I admitted to two deputa- 
tions that I conceived it to be of the 
highest importance to the Royal Navy 
that the Merchant Navy should be well 
manned and prosperous. The two Ser- 
vices must go together. The happiness 
and success of the mercantile marine must 
be bound on to that of the Royal Navy. 
But, my Lords, the subject is so intricate 
and so difficult that I really must refrain 
from going into it on the present occa- 
sion. I am quite sure that the question 
is of great importance, and if, on a later 
occasion, either Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, or any individual Member of this 
House, submits some concrete proposal 
on this subject, I for one should feel it 
then my duty to take part in the Debate, 
and I should do so with the greatest 
possible pleasure. 


Viscount CLIFDEN: Mv Lords, I 
want to ask a question which fifty years 
ago I could have answered myself. Is a 
sailor entitled to the rating of “A.B.” 
if he serves four years at sea, whether on 
a steamer or a sailing vessel? There is 
mighty little seamanship about now, and 
I think it is incumbent on the Board of 
Trade to see that the ships are better 
manned. 


Tue Eart or DUDLEY: In reply to 
the noble Viscount, I will read the sec- 


tion of the Act of Parliament— 


“A seaman shall not be entitled to the 
rating of ‘A.B.’—i.e., of able-bodied seaman— 
unless he has served at sea four years before 
the mast.” 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: Does the 
noble Lord press his Motion? 


Lorp MUSKERRY: No, my Lord; I 


beg to withdraw it. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


House adjourned at 6.20. 





Earl of Ravensworth. 




















Private Bill 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 20th May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BLACKPOOL AND FLEETWOOD 
TRAMROAD (TRAMWAY EXTENSIONS) 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

time. 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


NEWHAVEN HARBOUR AND OUSE 

LOWER NAVIGATION BILL. [H.L.] 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL, 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table a 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, “That, in the 
case of the Petition for additional pro- 
vision in the above Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with.” 
Ordered, That the Report be referred | 
to the Select Committee on Standing | 
Orders. 


SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
[H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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LONDON, BRIGHTON AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (PENSIONS) 
BILL. 


Reported; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


RHONDDA AND SWANSEA BAY 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (SEWAGE, 
ETC.) BILL. 
Reported; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


PLYMOUTH AND STONEHOUSE GAS 
BILL. 


teported; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


LONDON, TILBURY AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported ; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


LONDON BUILDING ACT (1894) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Reported ; Report to lie upon the 


| Table, and to be printed. 


CARMARTHEN IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


CRANBROOK DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
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EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER , LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND EAst 


BILL. [H.L.] | 
Read the third time, and passed, with | 
Amendments. 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


HOUMES’S PATENT BILL. [H.L.] | 
Read the third time, and passed, with | 
Amendments. 


MARIANAO AND HAVANA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


MORLEY CORPORATION (GAS) BILL, 
[H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


COAST RAILWAY BILL. 
Petition for additional provision; re 


ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


—_—— 


METROPOLITAN POLICE (PROVISIONAL 
ORDER) BILL. 

Mr. SPICER (Monmouth Burghs): I 
am anxious to ask for an explanation 
from the Government to some of these 
clauses. Under this Bill the Receiver 
General is empowered to take certain 
lands which belong to the Bishopsgate 
Foundation, a very important Foundation 
which is doing magnificent work at the 
present time in its reorganised condition. 


| As the Bill stands, that Foundation will 


MUMBLES RAILWAY 
Read the third time, and passed. 


WIGAN CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BILL. 


As amended, considered ; 
added; Amendments made; 
read the third time. 


a 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY BILL. 


As amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 





AND PIER BILL. | 


clause | 
Bill to be} 


have to part with its property, which is 
on a very favourable lease, and they 
lose the reversion. 


Mr. SPEAKER: This will stand over 
till Menday. 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 


| upon the Table; Bill to be read the 


third time upon Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 2) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 


| visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 


upon the Table; Bill to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 
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COMMONS REGULATION (RUNCORN) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
“To confirm a Provisional Order, under 
the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1882, relating 
to Runcorn Heath and Runcorn Hill, in 
the county of Chester.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Walter Long and Mr. Hanbury. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 225.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No, 10) BILL. 
“To confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board relating to 
the borough of Devonport.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. 
Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 226.] 


TRAMWAYS ORDER IN COUNCIL 
(IRELAND) (LONDONDERRY AND 
LOUGH SWILLY RAILWAY) BILL. 
“To confirm an Order in Council of 
the Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council 
in Ireland relating to the Londonderry 

and Lough Swilly Railway.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attor- 
ney General for Ireland and Mr. Solicitor 
General for Ireland. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 227.] 


PETITIONS. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 
For weekly payment: From Poplar, 
and Forden, to lie upon the Table. 
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EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 
Against State Regulation: From Leeds, 


Glasgow (2), and Pontefract, to lie upon 
the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 

In favour: From Ayr, Tain, Kirrie- 
muir, Haddington, West Calder, Berwick- 
on-Tweed, North Queensferry, Wishaw, 
and Conan Bridge, to lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

In favour: From Farnworth, Guild- 
ford, Canterbury, Lavender Hill, Stop- 
ham, New Moston, Bodmin, Fulham and 
Hammersmith, Wigton, Blackpool, Gor- 
don Branch of Women’s Guild, Wallsend, 
Bristol (3), Harrogate, Stowmarket, 
Bexhill, Rotherhithe, Plumstead, Ply- 
mouth, Burgh-by-Sands, Roby, Amble- 
side, Shotley Bridge, Derby, Wotton- 
under-Edge, Eccles, Storrington, Oxford, 
Brampton, Heaton and Newcastle, Not- 
tingham, Bolton, Louth, Gunnislake 
Stratford-on-Avon and Snitterfield, 
Warwick, Long Eaton, Lancashire and 
Cheshire, Clifton, Gateshead, Poplar, 
Brighton, Cornwall, Scarborough, Mary- 
port, Aberystwyth, Wells, Winscombe, 
Wickham Market, Berkhampstead, Stock- 
port, Rothwell, Tottington, Gannow, St. 
Ives, Wigan, Sheerness, Kingston-on- 
Thames, Liverpool (5), Sawston, Swansea, 
Honiton, Totterdown, Leicester, Ayles- 
bury, Haslingden, Lincoln, Halifax, Har- 
rogate, Nottingham, Stoke Newington, 
Eccles, East Grinstead, Banbury (2), 
Darlington (2), Enfield, Carlton (2), 
Wednesbury, Bristol, Stafford, Hudders- 
field (2), Chelsea, Lewes, Sullington, 
London (9), Croydon (2), Alresford, Man- 
chester (2), Farnley, St. Thomas, Sheffield 
(4), Beverley, West Hartlepool, Midhurst, 
West Bowling, Kensington, Oxford, Lyd- 
brook, Colchester, Macclesfield, Rother- 
ham (2), Eastleigh, Sunderland, Bedford, 
Norwich, Southend-on-Sea, Gainsborough, 
Wallsend, Stairfoot, St. Helens (2), 
Leicester, Little Lever, Gloucester, Horn- 
sey, Nottingham (3), Doncaster, Oswald- 
twistle, Ramsgate, Glasgow (2), Hay- 
ward’s Heath, Preston, Henley, Leather- 
head, Darlington, Oldham, Chichester (2), 
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Bocking, Newport, Winchester, Exeter, 
West Derby, Middleton, Sutton (3), Llan- 
dafi, Aberdeen, Cornwall (2), Epsom (2), 
Luddendenfoot, Bratton, Petworth (2), 
Midhurst, Sutton Bridge, Harwich, 
Tamworth, Hornsey, Wisborough Green, 


Returns, 


Bletchley, Bignor, New Brompton 
(2), Queensbury, Lewes, Guildford, 


Newton Abbot, Calstock, Hanley, Yeovil, 
Eaton Socon, Bexhill, Altrincham, Hey- 
wood, Ashstead, Maldon, South Ken- 
sington, Lynchmere, Horsham, Brighton 
(2), Grays, Cheltenham, Wellingborough, 
Erith, Brampton, Mansfield, Manchester, 
Devonport, Didsbury, Warrington, Hor- 
sham, Wallington, Great Yarmouth, 
Leicester, Llanelly, St. Annes-by-the-Sea, 
Newport, Rochester, Southsea, Golborne, 
Callington, Maidenhead, Ewell, Brent- 
wood, Yarmouth, Windsor, Milland, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, Smethwick, Hornsey, 
Bury, Colchester, Ovenden, Cardiff, 
Combs, Camberwell, Worsley, Berwick, 
Tring, Earlstown, Loxwood, Truro, Halton 
Lea Gate, Exeter, Horncastle, Sevenoaks, 
Littlehampton and Garston, to lie upon 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

For alteration : 

lie upon the Table. 


From Galashiels, to 


In favour: From Tillicoultry, Wishaw, 
and Edinburgh, to lie upon the Table. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


In favour: From Halifax, to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 

In favour: From Holywell, to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL, 
In favour: From Brighton, Leeds, 
Barry, New Barnet (2), Middlesbrough, 
Walkley, Staveley, Hempstead, New 
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Barnet, South Monmouth, Swansea, New 
Brompton, Pickhill, Thirsk, Cheltenh: 
Sutton, Gayton, Ticehurst, Chatham (2), 
Gillingham, Old Brompton, Melton Mow- 
bray, Pett, Dudley Colliery, Woodstock, 
Radcliffe, Middlesbrough, Bolton, and 
Hartlepool, to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 


Against: From Hackney, to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented of 16th Annual Report, 
being for 1897, Part I. (General Report), 
Part II. (Report on Salmon Fisheries), 
and Part III. (Scientific Investigations) 
(by Command) ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER 
FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Copy presented of 37th Annual Report 
of the Inspectors of Fisheries (England 
and Wales), for 1897 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 
Copy presented of 12th Annual Report 
of the Inspectors, for 1897 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2,092 to 2,099 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (PENAL CODE AND 
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE 
AMENDMENT) ACTS. 

Copy presented of Papers relating to 
amendments in the law relating to sedi- 
tion and defamation [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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EAST INDIA (POST OFFICE ACT, 1898). 

Copy presented of Papers referring to 
amendments in the law relating to the 
Post Office in India [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented of Return of the num- 
ber of evictions in Ireland for the quarter 
ended 3lst March, 1898 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE, 


Copy presented of statistical tables of 
the Dublin Metropolitan Police for the 
year 1897 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table.by the 


Clerk of the House. 


RESERVE AND DISCHARGED SOLDIERS 
CIVIL EMPLOYMENT (HOUSE 
OF COMMONS). 
Return relative thereto [ordered 5th 
May; Mr. Brookfield]; to be printed. 
[No. 209.] 


LOAN SOCIETIES. 

Abstract of Accounts of loan societies 
in England and Wales to 31st December, 
1896, furnished to the Central Office for 
the registry of friendly societies [by Act]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 


That they have agreed to— 


SOUTHEND-ON-SEA GAS BILL. 

With Amendments. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

Without Amendment. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 

Without Amendment. 


{20 May 1898} 
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QUESTIONS. 


Mr. SPEAKER called upon Sir 
Cuartes Dike to ask the first question 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty. The 
right honourable Gentleman rose to 
reply, but was met with cries of “No 
Questions ” from all parts of the House. 
The right honourable Gentleman at once 
resumed his seat, and the Questions were 
not proceeded with. 


DEATH OF MR. GLADSTONE. 


COMMUNICATIONS TO THE Howse. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I have to acquaint 
the House that I have received this 
morning, in my capacity as Speaker of 
the House, two telegraphic messages 
which I think it my duty to read to the 
House. The first is dated this day from 
Christiania, and is from the President of 
the Storthing, to the following effect— 


“To the Speaker of the House of Commons, 
* London. 

“Norwegian Storthing, learning with pro- 
found regret the news of Mr. Gladstone’s 
death, beg to express their heartfelt sym- 
pathy. 

* ULLMANN, 
“The President of the Storthing.” 


The other is from the President of the 
Chamber of Deputies of Italy, dated 
Rome, this day— 


“To the Right Honourable the Speaker of the 
“House of Commons, London, 


“The news of the death of William Glad- 
stone has been received with profound sorrow 
by the Italian Nation. Ever mindful of the 
interest constantly shown by that great states- 
man in the cause of our national resurrection, 
his death has awakened a heartfelt and solemn 
echo of grief in the hearts of my colleagues 
of the Chamber of Deputies. As the Cham- 
ber is now prorogued, it falls upon me, in 
virtue of my office as President, to interpret 
their sentiments, and to assure the House of 
Commons of our lively participation in its 


ee Na EEE ND A Cee 







: 
a 
e 
a 
Si 
2 


ete 


he ee a 


Pe Piesy S 


Sais aero 


a 

Fie 

ga 
BF 











119 Mr. 


grief at the loss of so eminent a member, 
whose whole life was one constant devotion 
to the service of his country. 


‘** BIANCHERI, 
“President of the Chamber of Deputies.” 


Gladstone 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bzacu, Bristol, 
W.): Mr. Speaker, I am sure it will be 
the unanimous desire of the House that 
these messages, for which we are very 
grateful, should be entered on the Jour- 
nal of the House, and that you, Sir, 
should make an appropriate answer. I 
believe no Motion is necessary. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


MR. GLADSTONE (FUNERAL 


MONUMENT). 


AND 


Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith, CHamrMan of Ways and Mgans, in 
the Chair. ] 


(In the Committee.) 


*Tue FIRST LORD or tuts TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrovur, Manchester, E.): 
Mr. Lowther, it is now 17 years 
and more since a Minister rose in his 
place to discharge the melancholy duty 
which now devolves upon me. It then 
fell to the survivor of two great contem- 
poraries, divided in political opinion, 
opposed to each other for more than a 
generation, separated it may be even 
more conclusively by differences of tem- 
perament, to propose a national memo- 
rial of the other. The task which then 
fell to Mr. Gladstone was one of infinite 
difficulty, for he had to propose an Ad- 
dress similar to that which you, Sir, will 
shortly read from the Chair, at a time 
when the controversies which had just 
been ended by death were still living in 
the immediate recollection of his audi- 
ence, before the dust of battle had had 
time to sink, and when the noise of it 
was still in every ear. How Mr. Glad- 
stone performed that delicate duty is in 
the memory of all who heard him, and 


Mr. Speaker. 


{COMMONS} (Funeral and Monument). 








120 


I am only glad to think that, difficult 
as is the task which I have to perform 
to-day, impossible, indeed, from certain 
aspects, at all events the difficulties with 
which he had to contend do not beset 
my path. No persuasion need be exer. 
cised by me in inducing even the most 
scrupulous to join in an Address which 
we shall, I believe, unanimously vote 
this afternoon, for all feel that the great 
career which has just drawn to its close 
is a career already in large part a matter 
of history, and none of us will find even 
a momentary difficulty in forgetting any 
of the controversial aspects of his life, 
even though we ourselves may to some 
extent have been involved in them. I 
have said that Mr. Gladstone's great 
career is already in large part and to 
the vast majority of this House a matter 
of history; and is it not so? He 
was a Cabinet Minister before most of 
us were born; I believe there is in this 
House at the present time but one man 
who served under Mr. Gladstone in the 
first Cabinet over which he presided as 
Prime Minister; and even Members of 
the House not colleagues of Mr. Glad- 
stone who were Members of the Parlia- 
ment of 1868 to 1874—even those form 
now but a small and _ ever-dwindling 
band. This is not the place, nor this 
the occasion, on which to attempt any 
estimate of such a career ; a career which 
began on the morrow of the first Reform 
Bill, which lasted for two generations, 
and which, so far as politics were con- 
cerned, was brought to a close a few 
years ago, during a fourth tenure of office 
as Prime Minister. But, Sir, during 
those two generations—during those 60 
years—this country went through a 
series of changes, revolutionary in 
amount, if not by procedure, changes 
scientific, changes theological, changes 
social, changes political. In all these 
phases of contemporary evolution Mr. 
Gladstone took the liveliest interest. All 
of them he watched closely ; in many of 
them he took a part—in some of them 
the part he took was supreme, that of 
a governing and guiding influence. Sir, 
how is it possible for us on the present 
occasion to form an estimate of a life so 
complex—a life so little to be measured 
by a purely political standard, a life so 
rich in results outside the work 
of this House, the work of Party 
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politics, the work of Imperial Ad- 
ministration—how is it possible, I say, 
for any man to pretend to exhaust the 
many-sided aspects of such a life even 
on such an occasion as this? Sir, I feel 
myself unequal even to dealing with what 
is perhaps more strictly germane to this 
Address—I mean, Mr. Gladstone as a 
politician, as a Minister, as a leader of 
publio thought, as an eminent servant of 
the Queen ; and if I venture to say any- 
thing to the House, it is rather of Mr. 
Gladstone as the greatest member of the 
greatest deliberative assembly which, so 
far, the world has seen, that I 
would wish to speak. Sir, I think it 
is the language of sober and of unex- 
aggerated truth to say that there is 
no gift which weuvld enable a man to 
move, to influence, to adorn an assembly 
like this that Mr. Gladstone did not 
possess in a supereminent degree. 
Debaters as ready there may have been, 
orators as finished. It may have been 
given to others to sway as skilfully this 
critical assembly, or to appeal with as 
much directness and force to the simple 
instincts of the great masses of our coun- 
trymen; but, Sir, it has been given to 
no man to combine all those great gifts 
as they were combined in the person of 
Mr. Gladstone. From the conversational 
discussion appropriate to our work in 
Committee, to the most sustained elo 
quence befitting some high argument 
and some great historic occasion, every 
weapon of Parliamentary warfare was 
wielded by him with the sureness and 
the ease of perfect, absolute, and com- 
plete mastery. I would not venture 
myself to pronounce an opinion as to 
whether he was most excellent in the 
exposition of some complicated project 
of finance or legislation, or whether he 
shone most in the heat of extemporary 
debate. At least this we may say, that 
from the humbler arts of ridicule or 
invective to the subtlest dialectic, the 
most persuasive eloquence, the most 
moving appeals to everything that was 
highest and best in the audience he was 
addressing—every instrument which 
could find place in the armoury of a 
Member of this House he had at his com- 
mand without premeditation, without 
forethought, at the moment, and in the 
form which was best suited to carry out 
his purpose. I suppose each one of us 
who has had the good fortune to be 
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able to watch any part of that wonderful 
career must have in mind some particular 
example which seems to him to embody 
the greatest excellences of this most 
excellent Member of Parliament. Sir, 
the scene which comes back to my mind 
is one relating to an outworn and half- 
forgotten controversy now more than 20 
years past, in which, as it happened, Mr. 
Gladstone was placed in the most difficult 
position which it is possible for a man 
to occupy—a position in which he finds 
himself opposed to the united and vigo- 
rous forces of his ordinary opponents, 
but does not happen at the moment 
to have behind him more than the 


hesitating sympathy or the veiled oppo- — 


sition of his friends. On this particu- 
lar occasion I remember there occurred 
one of those preliminary debates—I 
ought to say series of debates—which 
preceded the main business of the even- 
ing. In these Mr. Gladstone had to 
speak, not once. nor twice only, but 
several times, and it was not until hour 
after hour had passed in this preliminary 
skirmishing that, to a House hostile, 
impatient, and utterly weary, he rose 
to present his case with that unhesi- 
tating conviction in the righteousness 
of his cause which was his great strength 
as a speaker in and out of this 
House. I never, Sir, shall forget the 
impression that that scene left on my 
mind. As a mere feat of physical 
endurance it was unsurpassed; as 
a feat of Parliamentary courage, cf 
Parliamentary skill, of Parliamentary 
endurance, and Parliamentary — elo- 
quence, I believe that it was almost 
unique! Alas! let no man hope to 
be able to reconstruct from our records 
ony living likeness of these great works 
of genius. The words, indeed, are there, 
lying side by side with the words of 
lesser men in an equality as if of death ; 
but the spirit, the fire, the inspiration 
has gone, and he who could alone revive 
them, he who could alone show us what 
these works really were, by reproducing 
their like—he, alas! has now gone from 
us for ever. Posterity must take it on 
our testimony what he was to those, 
friends or foes, whose fortune it was to 
be able to hear him. We who thus 
heard him know that, though our days 
be prolonged, and though it may be our 
fortune to see the dawn or even the 
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meridian of other men destined to illus 
trate this House and do great and 
glorious service to their Sovereign and 
their country, we shall never again 
in this Assembly see any man who 





















can reproduce for us what Mr. 
Gladstone was—who can show to those 
who never heard him how much 


they have lost. It may, perhaps, Sir, be 
asked whether I have nothing to say 
about Mr. Gladstone’s work as a states- 
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Gladstone to this Assembly, which he 
loved so well, and of which he was go 
great an ornament, in as clear a light and 
on as firm a basis as it is perhaps possi- 
ble to place them. In drawing the terms 
of the Address which will shortly be read 
from the Chair we have thought it our 
duty—and in that, at all events, we know 
that we are pursuing the course which Mr, 
Gladstone himself would most earnestly 




























man, about the judgment we ought to pass 
upon the part which he has played 
in the history of his country and the 
history of the world during the many 
years in which he held the foremost place 
in this Assembly. These questions are 
legitimate questions. But they are not 
to be discussed by me to-day. Nor, 


can be given to them—the final judgment 
pronounced—in the course of this genera- 
tion. 
opinion incalculable—which is altogether 
apart from the verdicts which we may be 
disposed to pass upon particular opinions 
or particular lines of policy which Mr. 
Gladstone may from time to 

have adopted. Sir, be added a dignity, 
and he added a weight, to the delibera- 


which I think it is impossible to be suffi- 
ciently grateful. It is not enough for 


assembly from the fate which has over- 
taken so many other assemblies like us— 
the products of democratic forces. More 


given to us by Mr. Gladstone. 
brought to our debates a genius which 
raised in the general estimation the whole 
level of our proceedings; and they will 
be the most ready to admit the infinite 
value of this service who realise how 
much of public well-being is involved in 


























democracies apparently find it to avoid 
the opposite dangers into which so many 
of them have fallen. Sir, that is 
a consideration which, perhaps, has not 
occurred to persons unfamiliar with our 
debates, or unwatchful of the course of 
contemporary thought; but to me it 
seems that it places the services of Mr. 


First Lord of the Treasury. 


















































indeed, do I think that the final answer | 


But one service he did—in my | 


time | 
tions of this House by his genius, for | 


us simply to keep up a level, though it | 


be a high level, of probity and of 
patriotism. The mere average of civic | 


virtue is not sufficient to preserve this | 
than this is required, more than this was | 


He | 


maintaining the dignity and interest of | 
public life, how perilously difficult most | 


have approved—to adhere closely to 
|former precedent. Not one phrase in 
| this address is there which has not at 
| least on one occasion been employed by 
| this House when it was doing honour to 
|some of the greatest of Mr. Gladstone’s 
| predecessors. But surely these conse- 
|crated phrases never have received a 
|happier application than they have 
in the case of the great statesman whose 
‘loss we are lamenting. We talk of the 
| “admiration” and of the “attachment” 
|of the country. These words have, Sir, 
|perhaps been used with some slight 
| stretch of their meaning with regard to 
| politicians who, falling in the very midst 
|of party contests, can hardly be 
|described as having commanded the 
universal admiration and attachment 
of their fellow-countrymen. But I 
think these words applied to Mr. 
|Gladstone at the present time are words 
| wholly and absolutely appropriate, with- 
out a tinge of exaggeration. Then we 
go on to speak of the “high sense enter- 
tained of his rare and splendid gifts,” of 
his “devoted labours in Parliament and 
in the great offices of State.” We cast 
our eyes back over those sixty years 
which divided his first tenure of office 
from his last, and we feel that in thos? 
two generations he did indeed, if any 
man ever did, make full display of rare 
and splendid gifts, and did with un- 
erudging devotion give his labours to 
Parliament and to great offices of State. 
Therefore, Sir, it is with an absolute con- 
fidence that the Address is one which, 
not merely in its general purport, but in 
jts particular terms, will meet with the 
sympathy and approval of every man in 
all parts of the House, whatever be his 
opinions, that I now venture to move :— 


2 
a 


“That an humble Address be presented to Her 
Majesty, that Her Majesty will be graciously 
pleased to give directions that the remains of 
the Right Hon. William Ewart Gladstone be 
interred at the public charge, and that a monu- 
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ment be erected in the Collegiate Church of 
St. Peter’s, Westminster, with an inscription 
expressive of the public admiration and attach- 
ment, and of the high sense entertained of his 
rare and splendid gifts, and his devoted labours 
in Parliament and in great offices of State, and 
to assure Her Majesty that this House will 
make good the expenses attending the same.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 


*Sin W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): Sir, I am sure the House of Com- 
mens has heard with emotion, with 
admiration, and with approval the noble 
tribute which has been paid by the 
Leader of the House of Commons to the 
greatest of its members. I think it is a 
remarkable circumstance that in the 
opening years of the 19th century was 
witnessed the eclipse of the two greatest 
lights of the House of Commons of that 
day, when Pitt and Fox were interred in 
what may almost be called a common 
tomb, and that, in the very closing years 
of the century, the greatest figure who has 
adorned the annals of the House of Com- 
mcns should now be laid in his grave. 
The House of Commons, as the nation 
of which it is the representative, is deeply 
conscious of the vast void that is left in 
its national tife; and a striking spectacle 
was presented yesterday, and is offered to- 
day, when we are addressing the Queen in 
the name of her people to bestow upon 
his memory the highest honour which is 
reserved for her greatest sons. In his life 
Mr. Gladstone declined all distinctions, 
and it is for the nation in his death to 
bestow upon him the highest tribute 
which it has at its disposal. It is in that 
venerable shrine which, for 500 years, has 
garnered the memory of those who have 
built up the renown of the race to which 
we belong—it is in that glorious pile of 
accumulated fame that will be added a 
name, I think, as noble as any which is 
commemorated there. It will be the record 
of a great life, greatly spent in the ser- 
vice of a great nation. Sir, no one can 
forget at this moment—indeed, we are all 
reminded—of the celebrated saying of 
the great Athenian in the most cele- 
brated of all funeral orations, “ Of famous 
men the whole earth is the tomb.” 
And the voice of general mourning is 
coming to us to-day from the remotest 
quarters of the civilised globe. As the 
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right honourable Gentleman has said, 
and has truly said, it is hardly for 
us to-day—certainly for no individual 


amongst us—to endeavour to measure the 


proportions of so great a character. It is 
appraised by the public opinion of Great 
Britain to-day; it will be adjudged in 
history, as Bacon left his reputation 
to foreign nations, and future times. 
We have lately celebrated the sixtieth 
year of the reign of the Queen—an epoch 
memorable for the growth of the pros- 
perity, the happiness, and greatness of 
this land. But the public life of Mr. 
Gladstone, as the right honourable Gen- 
tleman has reminded us, was commenoed 
before the accession of the Queen. The 
bright promise of his earlier years has 
been fulfilled beyond the expectation 
even of those who knew him best and ad- 
mired him most. Far beyond the age 
allotted to man, he has actively pursued 
and ieomployed the inexhaustible resources 
of his genius and his experience in the 
service of his country. At no period 
probably has greater progress been made 
in the history of this or any country, 
and in that progress it may be said, I 
think, Pars maxima futt. It is just 30 
years since I myself entered the House 
of Commons, at that election which 
placed Mr. Gladstone at the head of 
affairs. During half of that period he 
has been First Minister four times in 
succession. This is not the occasion, as 
the right honourable Gentleman has 
justly said, on which we can canvass the 
policy or the measures for which he is 
responsible. I am aware that I speak in 
offering to-day a merited tribute to his 
political opponents, who are generously 
offering to-day a merited tribute to his 
memory. No word shall fall from me 
which shall jar upon their ears. But I 
hope I may be permitted for a short 
time to follow the example of the right 
honourable Gentleman, and refer to some 
of those qualities which have commanded 
the respect and admiration of us all. 
What inspires confidence and sympathy 
in the midst of conflicting opinion is the 
belief that a man is acting from sincere 
conviction, that what he is doing is that 
which he honestly believes to be for the 
advantage of his country. How many 
characters in history are there which 
we may admire, though we do not share 
their opinions! The sincerity of Mr. 
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Gladstone no man ever doubted. What 
he believed he intensely believed, what 
he wished he greatly wished, what he 
wrought he strenuously wrought. These 
are the constituents of a great character, 
and these are the qualities which the 
judgment of history will crown with 
deserved fame, however people may differ 
as to the objects to which they were 
devoted. Mr. Gladstone came into publi. 
life fresh from the honours of the Uni- 
versity, which, to the last days of his 
existence, ha dearly loved; the Univer- 
sity in which (to borrow the fine phrase 
of Mr. Canning) he “ slaked the first thir 
of an early ambition”; he entered the 
House of Commons armed cap-d-pie with 
all the weapons fitted for the Parliamen- 
tary lists—a Parliament which had only 
just become truly representative of the 
people. He came into this famous 
Chamber with a mind stored with 
various knowledge, ancient and modern, 
sacred and profane, literary and _politi- 
cal; a finished intellect inspired by 
a native genius. Till the last he 
was ever looking for fresh materials 
to feed his inquiring mind in every 
department of human thought. He had 
never occasion to exclaim, “ I would that 
my tongue could utter the thoughts that 
arise in me!” His “thoughts that 
breathed” were clothed at will in 
““words that burned,” and all who wit- 
nessed the displays of those rare and 
splendid gifts of which the Resolution 
speaks will remember how he was endowed 
with that natural eloquence which is the 
nost potent instrument by which 
in free countries the popular mind is 
stirred. Who that has ever listened to 
it can have forgotten the rich harmony 
of that melodious voice, which had a 
charm almost of physical persuasion ; who 
will have forgotten the dignified presence, 
the lucid statement, the resources of 
reasoning, the high tone of passionate 
conviction, the vehement appeals to con- 
science and to truth? The memories 
to which the right honourable Gentle- 
man has eloquently referred recall the 
famous extempore translation by Pitt 
of the passage from Tacitus on oratory, 
“Eloquence is a flame which requires 
“fuel to feed it, material to excite 
it, and which brightens as it burns.” 
Is that not an accurate description 
of the eloquence of Mr. Gladstone, 


Sir W. Harcourt. 
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which transfused into others the enthu- 
siasm by which he was himself in- 
spired, which delighted the cultivated 
by its unconscious art, and which carried 
away the people by the force of its stream? 
As the right honourable Gentleman has 
said, he was equally master of the lighter 
mood. We can recollect how on fitting 
occasions his humour played like the 
summer lightning around his theme, and 
how he exposed his opponents with- 
out a wound. And no man can say 
that these divine gifts were ever em- 
ployed for mean or vulgar uses. They 
were exercised on high matters and for 
noble ends. It gave him a power over 
the hearts of the British people which, 
I believe, no other orator has ever 
possessed. I concur in the appropriate 
and eloquent words in which the right 
honourable Gentleman has testified to 
what the House of Commons owes to the 
life of Mr. Gladstone. To the matchless 
powers of his genius he added qualities 
of great value. He greatly reverenced 
the House of Commons. He desired to 
maintain its reputation as the great 
organ of the will of a free people. 
No one who has seen it will ever forget 
the stately dignity, the old world cour- 


tesy, which he ever extended to foe 
and to friend alike. His conduct 
in the House of Commons, whether 


in Government or in Opposition, bore 


all the marks of a lofty spirit. He 
respected others as he respected him- 
self, and he controlled both by his 
magnanimity. He was strong, but 


he was also gentle ; he was to us not only 
a great Statesman, but a great Gentleman. 
We felt, as the right honourable Gentle 
man has said, that he exalted the spirit 
of the Assembly in which he was the 
undisputed chief; he raised it in its own 
estimation, and in the estimation of 
the world; and we recognised that 
the House of Commons was greater by 
his presence, as it is greater by his 
memory. What he did for this House 
he did for the Nation, too. I think it 
is impossible to over-value the influ- 
ence which the purity and_ the 
piety of his public and private life 
has had upon the national life of this 
country. It has exercised a lasting 
influence upon the moral sense of the 
people at large. They have watched 
him through all the trials of a long 
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career passed under the fierce light of 
political controversy, and they have 
found in it an example which has per- 
manently raised the standard of public 
life in this nation. What many have 
preached he practised. His life has 
been a lesson which is not and will not 
be forgotten. There is not a hamlet in 
this land where his virtwes are not 
known and felt. It is known that his 
heart was ever with the weak, the miser- 
able, and the poor. They remember 
how much of his life was spent in labours 
to alleviate their lot. They know that to 
him they were always his “flesh and 
blood.” His sympathies were not con- 
fined to narrow bounds. The ruling pas- 
sions of his heart were freedom and 
peace—freedom not only for his own, 
but for every race; peace with every 
people, good-will towards all men, 
glad tidings of great joy—the gospel 
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of that religion to which he was 
devoutly attached. His voice went 


forth to all who were desolate and 
oppressed, wherever they might dwell. 
What was said on the death of Grattan, 
of his services to the Irish nation, was 
true in the first degree of Mr. Gladstone 
—‘As it had been the object of his life, 
so was it his dying prayer, that all 
classes of men might be united in amity 
and peace.” That was the spirit of Grat- 
tan, that was the spirit of Gladstone. 
In conclusion, may I say a few words of 
what he was to those who had the 
privilege of his intimacy in private 
friendship and in the life of offi- 
cial colleagues. I speak with an 
experience, I think, longer than 
that of any man present, and in 
the recollection of the constant and 
gracious kindness of 45 years. I have 
heard men who knew him not at all, 
who have asserted that the supremacy of 
his genius and the weight of his authority 
oppressed and overbore those who lived 
and worked with him. Nothing could 
be more untrue. Of all chiefs he was the 
least exacting, the most kind, and the 
most tolerant. He was the most placable 
of men. How seldom in this House was 
the voice of personal anger heard from 
his lips! These are true marks of great- 
ness. I read the other day a passage in 


the life of Pitt by a man who knew him 
from his youth upwards, and who was 
his most intimate friend through life, 
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which I will ask leave to read, because 
there is not a line which is not as true 
of Mr. Gladstone as it was of Pitt— 


“With the most playful vivacity he 
assumed no superiority in conversation, nor 
ever oppressed any man with the strength of 
his talents or the brilliancy of his wit. It was 
a matter of surprise how so much fire could be 
mitigated, and yet not enfeebled, by so 
much gentleness, and how so much power 
could be so delightful. Modesty was the 
striking feature of his character. He was 
attentive to the humblest, and kindly patient 
to the weakest opinion. No man was more 
beloved by his friends, or inspired those who 
had the happiness to live in his society with 
a more sincere and affectionate attachment.” 


Such, Mr. Lowther, was the great man 
whom we shall attend to the grave 
amidst the mourning of a_ grateful 
people at the noble close of a long and 
honourable life spent in the service of his 
Queen and his country. He has deserved 
well of us and of our race, he has left us 
an undying memory and the precious 
inheritance of an enduring example. 


*Mr. DILLON: Sir, as an_ Irish- 
man I feel that I have a_ special 
right to join in paying a tribute to 
the great Englishman who died 
yesterday, the last and, as 
all men will agree, the most glorious 
years of his strenuous and splendid life 
were dominated by the love which he 
bore to our nation, and by the eager and 
even passionate desire to serve Ireland 
and give her liberty and peace. By 
virtue of the splendid quality of his 
nature, which seemed to give him per- 
petual youth, Mr. Gladstone’s faith in a 
cause to which he had once devoted him- 
self never wavered, nor did his enthu- 
siasm grow cold. Difficulties and the 
weight of advancing years were alike 
ineffectual to blunt the edge of his pur- 
pose, or to daunt his splendid courage, 
and even when racked with pain, and 
when the shadow of death was darken- 
ing over him, his heart still yearned 
towards the people of Ireland, and his 
last public utterance was a message of 
sympathy for Ireland, and of hope 
for her future. His was a _ great 
and deep nature. He loved the people 
with a wise and persevering love. His 
love of the people and his abiding faith 
in the efficacy of liberty and of govern- 
ment based on the consent of the- 
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people, as an instrument of human pro- 
gress, was not the outcome of youthful 
enthusiasm, but the deep-rooted growth 
of long years, and drew its vigour from 
an almost unparalleled experience of 
men and of affairs. Above all men I have 
ever known or read of, in his case the 
lapse of years seemed to have no in- 
fluence to narrow his sympathies or to 
contract his heart. Young men felt old 
beside him. And to the last no gene- 
rous cause, no suffering people, appealed 
to him in vain, and that glorious voice 
which had so often inspirited the friends 
of freedom and guided them to victory 
was to the last at the service of the 
weak and the oppressed of whatever 
race or nation. Mr. Gladstone was the 
greatest Englishman of his time. He 
loved his own people as much as any 
Englishman that ever lived. But 
through communion with the hearts of 
his own people he acquired that wider 
and greater gift, the power of under- 
standing and sympathising with other 
peoples. He entered into their sorrows 
and felt for their oppressions. And with 
splendid courage he did not hesitate, 
even in the case of his much-loved Eng- 
land, to condemn her when he thought 
she was wronging others, and in so doing 
he fearlessly faced odium and unpopu- 
larity amongst his own people, which it 
must have been bitter for him to bear ; 
and so he became something far greater 
than a British statesman, and took a 
place amidst the greatest leaders of the 
human race. Amidst the obstructions 
and the cynicism of a materialistic age 
he never lost his hold on the “ ideal.” 
And so it came to pass that wherever 
throughout the civilised world a race or 
nation of men were suffering from 
oppression, their thoughts turned to- 
wards Gladstone, and when that mighty 
voice was raised in their behalf, Europe 
and the civilised world listened, and the 
breathing of new hopes entered into 
the hearts of men made desperate by 
long despair. In the years that have 
gone by England has lost many men 
who served their country splendidly, and 
round whose graves the British people 
deeply mourned; but round the death- 
bed of Gladstone the people of this 
island are joined in their sorrow by many 
peoples, and to-day throughout the Chris- 
tian world—in many lands and in many 
tongues—prayers will be offered to that 
Mr. Dillon. 
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God on whom in his last supreme hour 
of trial Mr. Gladstone humbly placed his 
firm reliance, begging that He will 
remember to His great servant how 
ardently he loved his fellow-men, without 
distinction of race, while he lived 
amongst them, and how mightily he 
faboured for their good. 


*Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan, 
E.): On behalf of the Members repre 
senting Welsh constituencies with whom 
I am associated I desire to add our 
tribute to those so feelingly expressed by 
the gentlemen who have preceded me. 
For upwards of half a century Mr. Glad 
stone was connected, both by marriage 
and residence, with the Principality. 
Indeed, ne spoke of Wales with pride as 
his adopted country, and henceforth it will 
be among her proudest traditions that 
the home of the most illustrious states 
man of the century was in the Princi- 
pality. He won the loyalty and con 
fidence of the people, which remained and 
strengthened up to the end of his days. 
And, undoubtedly, he was the great 
factor in bringing about that marvellous 
change for the better in the social pos 
tion of the Welsh people, and in giving 
the impetus to the educational move 
ment that will soon place the Principality 
on an equality with the most favoured 
country. No other resident of that 
country ever wielded so powerful an 
influence upon its people—an influence 
manifested by the sacrifices they made 
to support him in his life’s mission. But 
what impressed them most of all was 
his deep religious convictions, which 
called forth a universal feeling of venera 
tion and affection for this friend of 
humanity and champion of oppressed 
peoples. We heartily concur in the 
Motion moved by the First Lord of the 
Treasury, and we trust that a Memorial 
will be erected worthy of the nation and 
of its greatest citizen. 


Motion for Address put, and agreed to. 


Ordered that it be reported to the 
House. 


House resumed. 


Report stage fixed for Monday next at 
3.30. 
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TWELVE O'CLOCK RULE. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I beg to move— 


“That the proceedings on the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Bill, if under discussion at 12 
o'clock this night, be not interrupted, under 
Standing Order Sittings of the House.” 


Question put and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
REMUNERATION. 
Resolution (18th May) reported. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee— 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith), CHarrMan of Ways and Mzans, in 
the Chair. | 


(In the Committee.) 


CiausE 42. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 23, line 41, after ‘council’ insert 
‘and council of a county borough.’”—(Mr. M. 
Healy.) 

Mr. M. HEALY (Cork): Do I under- 
stand that I have the assurance of the 
right honourable Gentleman that the 
section includes the council of a county 
borough ? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GerRaLp Batrour, Leeds, Central): Yes. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 24, line 6, leave out from the second 
‘of’ to end of sub-section, and insert ‘four 
shillings a week, or one half of such net charge, 
whichever is most.’” (Mr. Macaleese.) 


Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
The object of this Amendment is to make 
the section run, “of four shillings a week, 
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or one half of such net charge, whichever 
is most,” instead of “one half of such 
net charge, or four shillings a week, 
whichever is least.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am afraid 
the Government cannot accept this 
Amendment. 


Question put. 


Amendment without a 


Division. 


negatived 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 24, line 7, leave out from ‘charge.’ 
to end of sub-section.”—(Mr. Serjeant Hemp- 
hill.) 


Mr. Serszeant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): Ido not know whether the right 
honourable Gentleman approves of this 
Amendment. Its object is to leave out 
from the word “charge” to the end of 
the sub-section, which would then run 
thus: “throughout the period of main- 
tenance for which the sum is. calculated, 
and one half of such net charge.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think I can accept this Amendment of the 
right honourable Gentleman. 


Mr. SerseEANt HEMPHILL: Then I 
withdraw it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 24, line 12, leave out ‘ poor rate made 
and levied,’ and insert ‘amount required to be 
raised.’””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The object 
of this Amendment is to secure that a 
grant of this kind shall be payable, not 
merely where the poor rate is insufficient 
for the purposes of the contributions to 
any railway or harbour, guarantee one 
half the excess of over 6d., but that it 
shall extend to the whole sum required 
for the purpose. 


Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Wicklow, W.): 
I was going to ask the right honourable 
Gentleman whether there is any reason 
for excluding Bray from this section, 
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The expense of building Bray harbour 
did not fall on the county cess, because 
the local Act compelled them to make 
a special harbour rate. This harbour 
rate has nothing whatever to do with 
any other township rate. It is kept 
apart from the accounts of the council, 
and is entirely a separate transaction, 
and, therefore, it appears to me to be 
rather severe upon the township that it 
should be excluded from the benefit of 
this clause 42. If the right honourable 
Gentleman insists upon its exclusion from 
the benefit of this clause it will lose the 
3d. in the £, which, under the clause, 
it would have received on the excess 
harbour charge of over 6d. This town 
will then be brought under the union 
rating system which is proposed in this 
Bill, but it must be remembered that 
the rating of Bray is the lowest in the 
union in which it is situated. I believe 
it was last year 7d. in the £, and this 
year it is 8d.; while in some other 
parts of the union it is 1s. 6d. in the £. 
The loss of this 3d. in the £ will be a 
very considerable sum of money for a 
town like Bray on a valuation of several 
thousand pounds, and if it is insisted 
upon excluding Bray, I think it will be 
treating that township rather badly. This 
harbour should not have been built by 
the people of the town of Bray, but it 
ought to have been built by the Govern- 
ment. The Fishery Inspector and Har- 
bour Commissioners recommended that 


Local Government 


a harbour should be built at Bray 
for the protection of life and _pro- 
perty. For a great number of 


years, prior to its being built, there 
were a considerable number of lives lost. 
Since the time I have referred to, there 
has keen no harbour to which the fisher- 
men could escape from the fury of the 
storm, so that evidently this is a har- 
bour which ought to have been built in 
the public interest and for the sake of 
safety along this coast of Ireland. It 
is objected that Bray has no claim in 
this respect to a share of the grant under 
this Bill, but I think we ought to get 
a further explanation from the Chief Sec- 
retary, and some reason why this harbour 
and this town should be placed in a 
worse position than the town of Wicklow. 
The harbour of Wicklow will have a 
right to the grant under this Bill, and 
I do not see why Bray should be excluded. 


Mr. J. O'Connor. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Sir, this 
harbour of Bray has been referred 
to on several occasions as one of the 
harbours which ought to enjoy the 
benefit of the grant under this clause, 
and if it were on the same footing 
as the other harbours to which my 
Amendment refers, it would be in- 
cluded of course in those which are 
to receive a grant under this clause, 
But the fact is, that it is not of that 
class of harbour works in respect of 
which we intended to give assistance 
under this Bill. Bray harbour is not 
a harbour within the meaning of clause 
41, which we have already passed, and 
even if the Amendment which stands in 
the name of the honourable Member 
were accepted, I do not think it would 
apply to Bray harbour. The fact is that 
we never contemplated that harbour 
charges, hitherto paid out of the poor 
rate or the county cess in connection 
with a general improvement scheme, 
should receive assistance from a grant 
of public money given under the Public 
Acts mentioned in section 41, Acts of a 
similar character which would include 
Wicklow, but not Bray. As I under- 
stand, Bray harbour was constructed not 
under a public Act, but under a private 
Act. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): So 
was Wicklow. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I hold that 
Bray harbour really must be regarded 
as being under the Towns Improvements 
Act in the same way as certain other 
harbours to which I have referred. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I really 
regret that the right honourable 
Gentleman should have drawn such @ 
microscopic distinction. I think, if you 
were to analyse this Bill from top w 
bottom, you would find that nothing 
more microscopic has been drawn as to 
distinctions of areas than the distinction 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
has just mad>. It is so narrow that I 
could not have recognised it, and even 
with the aid of the light which the 
right honourable Gentleman has brought 
to bear upon if, I can barely estimate 
its value. As far as I can see, Mr. 
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Lowther, this is the ground of the dis- 
tinction drawn by the right honourable 
Gentleman. If you make a harbour to 
save the lives of sailors and to save 
shipping craft, you will get a certain 
amount of relief under this Bill; but if 
you build a harbour for those purposes, 
and in addition have in your mind the 
facilities it will give to the town as a 
tourist resort, then you are excluded 
from the benefits of this Bill. It is the 
same sea, it is the same stone, they are 
the same ships in all these cases; but 
it is the hinterland of the town that 
makes the distinction. If the hinterland 
of the harbour happens to be picturesque, 
then the right honourable Gentleman 
says it is to be excluded from the bene- 
fits of the grant. What a remarkable 
distinction! What a blessed system to 
live under! Let us recognise how slender 
is the distinction on which relief is 
given. A beautiful place gets no relief, 
but a squalid place will get relief, and 
that is the position taken up by the 
Government. So after all, as I gather, 
Mr. Lowther, Wicklow may be thankful 
that it is not a ‘beautiful harbour, and 
Arklow may rejoice that it is not pic- 
turesque, but Bray must remain in 
sorrowfulness vecause it is a tourist 
resort, as well as a harbour of refuge. 
Now, what are the facts? Again and 
again unhappy fishermen have found 
refuge in this harbour of Bray, which 
was the only place along the whole coast- 
line available to them. The people of 
Bray, with great public spirit, undertook 
the cost of this work, which, to them, was 
considerable, because it is only a little 
town, with seven or eight thousand in- 
habitants, largely dependent upon the 
summer tourist season. Bray built this 
harbour. What occurred in a similar 
case in this country? When the Dover 
Improvement Act was being passed 
through this House you actually put into 
it a provision that Dover might levy a 
toll of 1s. upon every traveller from 
London to France; and, although I have 
no interest in Dover, when I am going 
to France, which is seldom, I have to 
pay ls. for the benefit of Dover Harbour. 
But the Chief Secretary says this Bill is 
being passed for the benefit of Ireland 
as a whole, and this little town of Bray 
cannot be included. Let me show an 
additional injustice. What is the fund 
from which this grant comes? Sir, I 
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have always taken the view that this 
Measure in many cases was not fair to 
towns, and it turns out that the fund 
out of which these charges come is really 
levied in the towns. Do we not knew 
that most of the retailers of spirits, 
beer, and sweets live in towns, as do 
auctioneers, hawkers, house agents, pawn- 
brokers, and dealers in tobacco, so that 
the local taxation, with the exception ot 
the taxes of guns and game, is levied 
upon the towns! It is the money 
of the towns that you are employing, 
but when a town like Bray desires to 
get something of its own—something 
of its thousands—the right honourable 


Gentleman says, “Oh, yours is a tourist. 


resort, and you are not entitled to the 
erant!” I should like to know how the 
right honourable Gentleman, if he were 
in a yacht off Bray Head in stress of 
weather, or during a gale, would like 
to have the gates of Bray Harbour closed 
upon him, and to be told he had better 
lie off, or go down to Wicklow or Arklow, 
or some other place that will receive 
grants under this Act. How would the 
captain of any merchant ship passing 
by in stress of weather like to be told, 
“You cannot come into Bray, for this 
is a place of tourist resort”? Now, Sir, 
hitherto we have had some sort of argu- 
ment offered in opposition to our pro- 
posed Amendment of this Bill, but this 
miserable definition which has been 
drawn as against Bray is the most 
comical that I think I have ever heard, 
and it carries the limitation of the grant 
to a point which I never expected would 
be reached. 


Sm T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): 1 
should like to support the Amendment 
which my honourable Friend has pro- 
posed on behalf of Bray, and I think 
Bray is being hardly treated. I do not 
know whether there are many harbours 
in the same circumstances as Bray, but 
I think that probably there are not, and 
the right honourable Gentleman would 
do well to consider whether it would not 
be possible to enable Bray to obtain the 
benefit of this Act. Now, the harbour 
of Bray is just as much a fishing harbour 
as any other which has been mentioned, 
and there is no single place, you may 
say, from Dublin to Waterford, in which 
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there is a convenient place where a 
yacht might anchor, except Bray and 
Wicklow. I think, therefore, that it is 
very hard that the ratepayers of Bray 
should be taxed for what is really a 
public harbour. I do not know how 
much money they have raised, but after 
all it is a small township, and not one 
of those wealthy places that can afford 
to dispense with relief under the grant. 
I hope, therefore, that the right honour- 
able Gentleman will consider the 
possibility of making a change in the 
Bill to enable Bray to get the advantage 
of the grant under this Act. 


Mr. J. O'CONNOR: I am sorry 
to say that I think the Chief Secre- 
tary has really given a very inade- 
quate explanation of his reason for 
excluding this harbour of Bray from the 
benefit of this clause. I remember that 
when he was replying with reference to 
this distress in the West of Ireland his 
usual argument was that the people in 
the west should be taught self-help and 
self-reliance. Here is a township which 
raises a considerable amount of money, 
to the extent of £100,000, for the 
purpose of improving the town, to 
which it invites visitors from all 
parts of Ireland, and the right 
honourable Gentleman seems to think 
that that is the very thing that should 
cut the town out of this Bill. This is 
what they get for acting on the principle 
of self-help and trying to improve the 
town of Bray, so as to bring it up-to-date 
as an advanced watering-place, equal to 
many of those upon the coast of Eng- 
land. That is the most extraordinary 
way of encouraging self-help that I ever 
heard of, and I really think that the 
Chief Secretary should reconsider this 
matter. I think reason and justice and 
fair-play will incline him to make some 
provision for including in the Bill this 
township of Bray. I see the honourable 
Member for Belfast opposite, and I am 
very glad he is in his place, because I 
think he has considerable knowledge of 
this township since the time when he 
was in an official position to know the 
facts, and I believe he is fully aware of 
the recommendations which the inspectors 
of fisheries have made to the effect that 
this harbour should be supported by 


Sir T. Esmonde. 
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public money, and not out of the local 
rates. Sir, I do not know whether there 
is another harbour in Ireland which, after 
spending £100,000, is to be excluded 
from this grant, but it will be very 
strange if the Government make this 
fine-drawn distinction between Bray and 
Wicklow, and other harbours, and | 
should be very glad if the Chief Secre- 
tary would vromise to reconsider the 
matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
already pointed out that this harbour 
was constructed as part of a general 
scheme for improving the town of Bray, 
and that, therefore, it was very different 
from the other harbours which are 
entitled to a portion of the grant out of 
a public Act. 


Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
May I point out to the right honourable 
Gentleman that this is no speculation in 
any sense? The harbour of Bray was 
made as a public necessity, and, therefore, 
I trust the right honourable Gentleman 
will reconsider the matter. I happen to 
know the locality exceedinzly well, and 
I am aware of the necessity that some 
such harbour should be provided, in order 
that there might be some refuge on that 
coast for the fishing industry. The right 
henourable Gentleman suggests that this 
was a private speculation. On the con- 
trary, it was a work undertaken, after 
the most serious consideration, by the 
town commissioners as an absolute neces- 
sity for the locality. Really, the argu- 
ment of the right honourable Gentleman 
is a most extraordinary one, and I trust 
the contrary arguments brought forward 
from both sides of the House will induce 
him to give Bray the benefit of this 
Act. 


Mr. PLUNKETT (Dublin County, S.): 
I do not think the right honourable 
Gentleman is right in his view that this 
harbour has been constructed as part of 
a general improvement scheme, by which, 
I understand, he means that it was to be 
constructed partly for harbour purposes 


and partly in connection 
esplanade and pier. As a matter of fact 
nothing but the harbour pure and 
simple was constructed ; or, at any rate, 
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that is all that was charged upon the 
poor rates or the town rates. The town 
rates are very high, and they will now 
be considerably increased, and if the 
town is to derive no advantage from this 
Bill it will suffer very considerable 
financial loss. There is no doubt that 
this harbour was constructed in response 
to a very widespread public desire for 
the prevention of loss of life around the 
coast, and also that it was recommended 
by the Fishery Commissioners. I think 
the right honourable Gentleman, if he 
has seen the Report of the Fishery Com- 
mission, will acknowledge that the fishery 
inspectors recommended that a harbour 
should be constructed here for public 
purposes, and I do think that the case 
of Bray ought to be reconsidered. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I listened with 
great attention to the right honourable 
Gentleman’s explanation. He knows all 
about this matter. He comes down to 
this House with his mind made up. 
Amongst the Irish Members there is no 
difference of opinion, but that does not 
concern his mathematical mind. He sees 
some small point or some fine distinction, 
and if the whole Irish race, at home and 
abroad, could unite in particular views 
and in one logical demand, it would have 
no effect on the mind of the right honour- 
able Gentleman. Our only resource is to 
put our views on record. The right 
honourable Gentleman refuses every 
Amendment for no reasons except such 
ag are apparent to his superior British 
mind, and we can get nothing in answer 
to our appeals. 


Sir T. ESMONDE: I do not quite 
agree in the view that the right honour- 
able Gentleman had his mind made up, 
but I think he has not had an opportunity 
of examining the whole case, and if we 
now withdraw the Amendment. I hope he 
will consider the matter before the 
Report. 


Mr. W. FIELD: 
point out 


I would like to 
publicly to the right 


honourable Gentleman the fact that 
in the Report on the sea and inland 
fisheries of Ireland we find that Bray is 
absolutely one of the first places men- 
tioned. The Keport says, “Thereis great 
need for a harbour and fishery pier,” 
and that being the case, I respectfully 
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submit that the right honourable Gentle- 
man is not correct in his statement that 
this is a private speculation. I repeat that 
it is a public necessity, required for 
the use of the fishery and for the safety 
of those who go to sea, and I beg to press 
this matter on the right honourable 
Gentleman’s consideration. 


Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): I 
should like to join my voice with Irish 
Members on the other side of the House, 
although I am not now an inspector of 
Irish fisheries, thanks to the action of the 
honourable and learned Member for North 
Teuth. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: TI have always 
been sorry for having done so. 


Mr. JOHNSTON: Nevertheless, I 
remember, when I was an inspector of 
Irish fisheries, taking a great interest in 
the subject of Bray Harbour, and think- 
ing it was exceedingly desirable. I hope 
the right honourable Gentleman will 
reconsider the matter, but I trust we 
shall not adopt the tone of the honour- 
able and learned Member for North 
Louth, for if what he wanted was to set 
the right honourable Gentleman’s back 
up I think he has taken the right way to 
do it. 


Mr. J. H. CAMPBELL (Dublin, St. 
Stephen’s Green): I also should like to 
appeal to the right honourable Gentle 
man on behalf of Bray Harbour, for its 
creation has fulfilled a want that had long 
been felt, as anybody who knows any- 
thing of the dangers to which the fisher. 
men and boatmen of Bray were exposed 
for a great number of years would admit. 


'The testimony given before the fishery 


inspectors satisfied them that it was not 
a mere local want, but that for the pur- 
pose of preserving the lives of those 
whose business at sea brought them into 
proximity to the dangerous coast of Bray 
it was essential that this harbour should 
be created. It has now been created, and 
I think it would be a mistake, when we 
are dealing with other harbours in Ire- 
land, that this exception should be made 
as against Bray, and I hope the Chief 
Secretary will say he will again consider 
the matter. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I wish to say just one word upon this 
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matter, I have not the least doubt that 
if Brighton or any other similar place 
in England were in question the 
Government would give way ; and really 
their attitude on these questions sug- 
gests that, as has been already said, they 
must have a cast-iron programme which 
cannot be altered even for the sake of 
shortening our proceedings. It looks 
very much as if they had no reason to 
give, for no reason has so far been given 
for excluding Bray from this Act. It 
seems to me that the right honourable 
Gentleman should give an explanation. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think I 
have already explained that this harbour 
has been constructed as part of a general 
scheme for the purpose of increasing the 
general attractions of Bray, and that 
it was not constructed under a public Act 
as other harbours which are included in 
this Bill were constructed. The honour- 
able Gentleman opposite has just asked 
what would be done in the case of Brigh- 
ton. Well, Brighton was an example 
which had occurred to my mind, and if 
a harbour had been constructed at Brigh- 
ton, forming part of a general scheme for 
a sea-wall or other improvements, it 
would be very much in the same position 
as Bray is in regard to this matter. I am 
afraid I cannot hold out any hope of 
giving way in this matter, and I may 
remind the Committee that when honour- 
able Members from Ireland on both sides 
of the House get up to press upon me 
suggestions of this kind they have, of 
ccurse, been pressed in their turn by those 
whom they represent, while I have to 
consider the general question of the dis- 
posal of the money which we propose to 
apply under this Act, and to decide 
whether it could be better applied than 
in paying off the expenses incurred by 
Bray, or any other place, in respect of a 
town improvement scheme. 


Mr. JOHNSTON: I can assure the 
right honourable Gentleman that I have 
not been pressed on this subject, but that 
I was impressed a number of years ago 
with the necessity for having a harbour 
at Bray. 


HEMPHILL: I do 
not wish to detain the Committee 
for any length of time, but as I 
live near Bray, I desire to join in 


Mr. SERJEANT 
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the appeal to the right honour. 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
I cannot help inferring from the last 
observations he has made that the right 
honourable Gentleman is under a mis. 
take as to the nature of the harbour 
at Bray. I can say this, that it is not 
intended merely to add to the attractions 
of Bray as a watering-place, but that it 
is used for commercial purposes, and I 
frequently see colliers coming into the 
harbour for the purpose of bringing coal 
to the merchants and other inhabitants 
of Bray. It is quite a mistake to sup- 
pose that it is purely an ornamental or 
pleasure harbour. It is there for the 
purpose of improving a thriving and 
rising town, and I trust the right honour- 
able Gentleman will give way upon this 
point. Every Member from Ireland, I 
believe, is anxious that he should do so, 
and I can assure him that the construc- 
tion of this harbour has been a great 
improvement to Bray. 


Sir R. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge): Mr. Lowther, I have not 
the good fortune like the right honour- 
able Gentleman to live near Bray, but I 
have the good fortune of not having had 
any pressure whatever brought upon me 
to advocate the claims of Bray, and I 
would point out to the Chief Secretary, 
or any person in his place, that I have 
no interest in the harbour, good, bad, or 
indifferent. However, I know the har- 
bour pretty well, and I am aware that it 
is used to land cargoes of coal and of 
timber, and other articles of commerce. 
It is hardly of use for yachts, because it 
is frequently dry at low water. At high 
water steamboats can run in, but not at 
low water. In my opinion it is one of 
the most necessary high-water shelters 
along the whole of the coast, where there 
is no other place to run into except Wick- 
low. I have known in my experience 
that in heavy gales fishing boats have 
found a harbour refuge at Bray, which 
is in very great and frequent use. I 
think, if I may venture to say so, that 
it would be wise for the right honourable 
Gentleman to consider the matter a little 
further before coming to a final deter- 
mination. On one occasion I was sail- 
ing from Belfast Lough round to the 
coast of Wicklow, and there was a well- 
known Secretary to the Treasury with 
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one or two Irishmen on board the 
vessel. I remember that when he was in 
the throes of agony from the undulating 
motion of the vessel we called him on 
deck to look at various places on the 
coast where a harbour would be advis- 
able, and extracted from him some 
promises on that account, but owing 
to his imbecile state at the time we did 
not bind him to them afterwards. I 
think that if the Chief Secretary would 
ask that honourable Member he would 
tell the right honourable Gentleman that 
Bray was one of the important places 
pointed out to him at which a harbour 
would be useful. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right honour- 
able Gentleman has just given the Com- 
mittee an exact view of the state of his 
mind on this question. He thinks that 
Irish Members as a whole are persons 
who are subjected to political pressure 
and bound in order to catch votes to 
advocate this particular claim 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, no, I 
did not say that 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But I understand 
that he, in the serene atmosphere of the 
Irish Office, where it is very difficult to 
see him, settles this and other Irish 
questions ¢% vacuo, and having sur- 
veyed the whole of this question from 
east to west, and from north to south, 
has made up his mind that all Ireland 
is completely wrong in this matter; so 
that if it were not for the saving grace 
of having an independent English Irish 
Secretary the whole country might go to 
the dogs to-morrow. Apparently he is not 
under any pressure, but we, being mere 
slaves to political wire-pullers, are, of 
course, entirely in the wreng, while he, 
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having weighed the matter in his golden 
scales, is absolutely right. Now, I have 
always understood that in this House, 
when appeals were made to a Minister— 
at any rate English appeals—from both 
sides of the House, it was unusual for 
the Minister to continue to hold to his 
own opinion, even although he might feel 
that he was right, unless there was some 
point of principle involved. Four Irish 
Conservative Members have got up on 
that side of the House and have made 
appeals to him, and a number of Mem- 
bers of all parties on this side of the 
House have got up and appealed to him, 
but the right honourable Gentleman 
remains immovable and impregnable. I 
venture to say that if this were an Eng- 
lish Bill, or a Bill dealing with the Isle 
of Man or the Channel Islands, or any 
other part of Her Majesty’s dominions, 
English opinion would be able to make 
itself felt, and no Minister would venture 
upon any ground to take up the attitude 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
has done in this matter. But it is 
because he conceives himself as a human 
being superior—having been born in Eng- 
land or Scotland—to any Irishman, and 
having more knowledge of these subjects 
than any of us, that he is determined as 
a sort of political Pope to lay down the 
doctrine of his own infallibility, which 
is practically involved in the statement 
he has just made to the Committee, and 
Irish opinion, so far as it goes, is only 
to be treated with contempt. 





Question put— 


“That the words ‘poor rate made and 
levied’ stand part of the clause.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 160; 
Noes 240.—(Division List No. 112.) 
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Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 
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Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wodehouse, E: R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Com. (Berks., E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right honour- | Bray Harbour was undoubtedly made 


able Gentleman has stated that these | 
words have been selected with reference 
But how does he justify 
the distinction he has laid down in his 
In that clause he will find the | 


te clause 41. 


speech ? 


right 


| of Bray? 


under a local special Act, and I ask ihe 
honourable 
| draws a distinction adverse to the case 


Gentleman why he 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) : 


words— |This is a charge for a harbour 
“The Pj a tes " | built under a special Act, and I 
he Piers an arbours Act, and the | have no doubt that, if it were 


Public Loans Act, 1887, and under any special | 
Act, whether public or local.” 


| levied by a rural district, relief wou!d 
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be given under clause 41. In this case 
the charge is a harbour charge, and is 
made for the purposes of a harbour only. 
Therefore, I think there can be no doubt. 
as a matter of construction that if a 
part of this charge fell a certain distance 
outside Bray relief would be given under 
section 41. The distinction, therefore, is 
under section 42. A charge which would 
be relieved in a rural district under 
clause 41 would be kept beyond the area 
of relief unless the rating authority is a 


county council, not an urban district 
council, Really I do not see what is to 
happen. I fancy there will be many 


such cases in Ireland, and the Governa- 
ment may land themselves in difficulties 
in other places as well as in Bray. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: We really cannct 
any longer tolerate the kind of replies 
we are getting. The right honourable 
Gentleman first asks us to go to a Divi- 
sion on the last Amendment on the 
ground that harbours and piers will get 
relief under section 41. He smiled 
because we were in favour of maintain- 
ing the words of the Bill, and he thought 
that with our usual Irish stupidity we 
were making another of our numerous 
blunders. We then refer him back to 
clause 41, and we ask—What is the dis- 
tinction? He says that clause 41 may now 
be wrong, and that if it is wrong it is 
to be amended, forsooth, by inserting 
“under any special Act of a_ similar 
character.” But that is no reply to the 
arguments made. He originally refused 
to give relief to Bray on the ground that 
it was a harbour made under sub-section 
3, cause 41. We point out to him that 
that sub-section would govern the case 
of Bray, and now he turns round and 
says he will amend sub-section 3, clause 
41, on the Report stage. And yet Irish 
Members, who are united and unanimous 
on the point, are not to be heard. This 
is not a question, as some English Mem- 
bers originally thought, of increasing the 
grant and taking more money out of 
English pockets. It only concerns th2 
distribution of the money. But the right 
honourabla Gentleman says that Irish 
opinion, whether it be Unionist or 
Nationalist, is not to prevail, and that the 
only opinion that is to prevail is that 
of the Irish Office at Westminster. The 
right honourable Gentleman will not be 


{COMMONS } 


(Ireland) Bill. 152 


always Irish Secretary. He will pass 
away, and will take his promotion aiter 
he has made his fame in connection with 
the Irish office. Irish opinion, which is 
the opinion to be consulted, is unanimous 
in this matter. The right honourable 
Gentleman may be superior to us, but 
we will have to live in the country when 
he is gone, and I think we are entitled 
to some better reply than he has yet 
given us. 


Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I would 
ask the Chief Secretary for an explana- 
tion with regard to this clause. There 
in at present in the town of Dungarvan 
a charge of 1s. 3d. in the £ levied by the 
Town Commissioners as the urban sani- 
tary authority in connection with the 
guarantee of the county railway line. As 
I apprehend it, we are only dealing now 
with the amount to be raised by the 
county councils. Therefore, the relief 
which this clause gives would not appl: 
where the railway charge is raised by 
the urban district council. The rate to 
which I refer is now levied by the Dun- 
garvan Town Commissioners, and is not, 
of course, a poor rate. But the fact still 
remains that, as far as I can see, undex 
this sub-section no relief would accrue in 
the case of such a rate, as the sub-sec- 
tion deals only with the amounts to be 
raised by county councils. That is a 
very clear case, and I am sure there are 
a number of similar cases throughout 
Ireland. 


Dr. COMMINS (Cork County, South- 
east): There are a number of other cases 
in Ireland, among them being one pecu- 
liarly hard case—the case of Kinsale Har 
bour in my constituency. The harbour 
authority and the town commissioners 
at Kinsale got a private Act passed under 
which they undertook to construct a har- 
bour, not for the benefit of Kinsale, but 
for the benefit of the fishing industry on 
the coast, and for the benefit of the 
Isle of Man, Cornish and Devonshire men 
who come there in the season. It was 
a matter generally affecting the whole 
country ; but the people of Kinsale were 
public-spirited, and charged themselves 
with the expense of making this harbor 
and pier in order to render the harbour 
commodious and convenient. Through 
the blundering of the Board of Works— 
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and I use that word without any exag- 
geration—this work, which the Board of 
Works estimated to cost £18,000, cost 
£25,000 or £26,000, and an additional 
burden of £6,000, which the people had 
never calculated on, was put upon them ; 
and instead of paying 6d. in the £ they 
are paying ls. or a little more for this 
particular work. I trust that some relief 
will be given to these poor people. This 
charge is ruining this poor, decaying 
borough. Its fisheries are gone. The 
trade that the people calculated on is 
entirely gone, not through their own 
fault, but through one of those changes 
that will occur in the migration of fish 
and the places to which they resort. 
They have now only a tenth of the trade 
they had when they undertook this har- 
bour and pier, and they should get some 
relief from the crushing burden they 
have put upon their own shoulders for 
the public benefit rather than for the 
individual or specific benefit of Kinsale. 
I am only asking for a share of the 
eounty grant, and I do not think there 
is a single person in the county whe 
would grudge Kinsale having a part of 
it. I am sorry the Secretary to the 
Treasury is not here, as he knows all 
the circumstances of this very sad case, 
and he will be able to inform the right 
honourable Gentleman regarding it if it 
has not ‘yet been brought under his 
notice. Kinsale has a peculiar claim on 
a share of this grant. It is overburdened 
—almost bankrupt—and I would ask the 
right honourable Gentleman to take the 
opinion of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Secretary to the Treasury, who 
has been constantly worried by me on the 
matter, as he will have all the facts fresh 
in his mind. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The case 
oi Kinsale has been brought before me, 
but I am not aware that it would be ex- 
cluded under this clause. 


Dr. COMMINS: Might I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman to look into it? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Oh, yes, ot 
course [ will; certainly. 


Dr. COMMINS: And if the facts are 
as stated, will the right honourable 
Gentleman undertake to bring it within 
this clause? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 


undertake to give a promise of that sort, 


Mr. M. HEALY (Cork): Kinsale and 
other similar cases would be excluded 
from the grant by this clause, which 
states— 


“Where the poor rate made and levied in 
any area by a county council in any local 
financial year, in order to meet any railway 
or harbour charge,” etc. 


I wish to ask the right honourable 
Gentleman if he intends to maintain 
the words “by a county council”? 
for if he does his alteration will not 
improve the clause from our point of 
view. As I understand it, the clause as 
it stands refers to poor rates made and 
levied by a county council, but it has 
been pointed out to him that there are 
railway charges which are paid by urban 
areas, and that these railway charges, 
though raised by the county council froin 
the urban areas, might be raised under 
this Act by a levy from the county coun- 
cil on the urban authorities, and not by 
direct collection of the tax. This clause 
as it originally stood would only deal 
with cases where the rate was directly 
collected by the county council. This 
Amendment, as I understand it, would 
cover the cases where the county coun- 
cil, instead of issuing the rate, issue a 
precept, the tax being raised by the 
urban authority. No doubt there are 
many cases in which railway charges, 
instead of being directly collected by the 
county council, will be raised not by 
direct levy, but by precept. But that 
is not the object of the right honourable 
Gentleman’s Amendment. Our view in 
this part of the House is that his Amend. 
ment is not applicable, and that he 
should cover not merely the rate collected 
by the county council by direct levy and 
the rate raised by precept, but also the 
cases—and there are a number of such 
cases all over Ireland—where the local 
authorities themselves collect the tax for 
this purpose. Kinsale has been referred 
to by my honourable Friend. In Kinsale 
the tax is not levied by the grand jury, 
but by the urban authority. I want to 
ask the right honourable Gentleman how 
can he distinguish between the merits 
of the two cases, in one of which a pier 
is constructed under the Piers and Har- 
bours Act by the Board of Works, and 
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handed over to the grand jury, and in 
the other where the pier is constructed 
by the Board of Works, but instead of 
being handed over to the grand jury 
is handed over to the local authority? 
My honourable Friend the Member for 
East Waterford has included the case of 
Dungarvan, where he says this rate is 
levied, not by the county council, but 
by the urban sanitary authority. I 
gather from the reply of the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman that he himself sees 
no distinction in principle between a 
rate of this kind levied by the county 
council and one levied by the local 
authority under similar circumstances. 
I say that if you amend this clause as 
suggested you ought to amend it by 
striking out the words “by a county 
council,” which will enable the right 
honourable Gentleman in that way to 
cover such cases as that of Dungarvan 
and others which have been mentioned. 
I therefore move the omission of the 
words “by a county council.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The only class 
that will be benefited by this clause 
when the grand jury levy this monstrous 
tax will be the English speculator; and 
the local Irishmen, who put their hands 
in their pockets in Dungarvan and a 
number of other places, are not to get 
a penny out of the clause. The position 
is this: if your rate is- struck by the 
county authorities you get benefited, but 
if it is struck by the district authorities 
you get no benefit at all. The right hon- 
ourable Gentleman, whose arguments we 
have just listened to, and who has tried 
to meet the wishes of Irishmen so much, 
seems to quarrel with what I have just 
said; but here is the clause— 


“Where the poor rate made and levied in 
any area by a county council in any local 
financial year.” 


Now, Sir, these words, I presume, are 
either superfluous or intentionally use- 
ful and operative. If they are operative, 
my argument, I submit, is good; if 
superfluous, then let them go out. The 
Government say these words have no 
effect whatever, and if that is so then 
let them go out, and we shall be quite 
content. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The inten- 


tion of the Government on this question 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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is expressed by clause 41. Of course if 
there is any case—arising from the ciause 
as it stands—of hardship brought under 
my notice I will consider it. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Having regard to 
the assurances the right honourable 
Gentleman has given that he will see 
into the cases of these piers where hard- 
ship is involved, I beg leave to withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Mr. J. H. CAMPBELL: Does 


also extend to the case of Bray? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am afraid 
it will not extend to the case of Bray. 


this 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment froposed— 


“Page 24, line 17, after ‘exceed,’ insert ‘a 
sum equal to.’” 

“Page 24, line 18, after “pound,” insert ‘on 
the rateable value of the area.’”—( Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Agreed to without a Division. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 24, line 11, at end, insert— 


“*(4) Where the Local Government Board 
certifies to the Lord Lieutenant that the 
amount required to be raised by poor rates and 
other local rates and county cess in any urban 
sanitary district during the standard financial 
year would, if this Act had been in force, have 
exceeded the amount which under the existing 
law was required to be raised, the Lord Lieu- 
tenant may pay to the urban sanitary authority 
out of the sum paid under this section to the 
Local Taxation (Ireland) Account a sum equal 
to such excess.’”—(Mr. Vesey Knoz.) 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: The object of 
the Amendment is to secure that you 
will not have, as I think you may have 
under the Bill as it now stands, cases of 
really grave injustice to urban sanitary 
authorities which will find their rates 
raised as a direct result of the provisions 
of this Bill without receiving any 
measure of relief from the agricultural 
vrant. I think it best not to quote the 
figures, because it is almost impossible 
to obtain absolute accuracy in this 
matter; but I am convinced myself that 
there are some cases where there will 
be a considerable increase of rates as a 
consequence of the provisions of the Bill. 
I do not think that was the intention 
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of the Chief Secretary ; and I feel sure 
that it will cause a great deal of heart 
burning if, in the operation of the Bill, 
we find that as a direct result of some 
provisions of the Bill the rates 
in some of the urban districts 
are largely increased. Of course, the 
Chief Secretary has relied, in arguing 
against the extension of the agricultural 
grant to these districts, upon the fact that 
the urban areas in Ireland will receive 
relief from union rating. Well, no doubt 
that is so, and I believe in Cork it will 
receive very large relief. But there are 
towns, especially in the North of Ireland, 
which will not receive relicf from union 
rating, but where, on the contrary, the 
poor rate, strictly so called, will be 
increased. The Chief Secretary said that 
there was no compensation given in Eng- 
land when union rating was proposed. 
But when it was proposed in England it 
was imposed in connection with such 
changes of the poor law as rendered the 
rate in almost all cases, if not in all, 
smaller than it had been before. The 
rates were enormously reduced every- 
where when applied to England; and I 
venture to doubt whether there was 
really an area, or any large number, 
where, as a consequence of union rating, 
with the other changes made at the same 
time, the rates were not reduced. That 
makes a very great difference, and if we 
find that, as a direct consequence of 
Imperial legislation making changes 
which are not asked for by these autho- 
rities in the general public interest, the 
rates in those areas are raised, I venture 
to think that there is a strong case for 
compensation out of the Imperial funds. 
I should have been glad to have put down 
my Amendment in another form, so as 
to make it one of the things to come out 
of the limited sum of money; but, of 
course, I could not make such a proposal 
according to the rules. I do not think 
myself it need be a very large sum. I 
think, as a rule, the areas affected will 
be small towns in the North of Ireland, 
and I do not think that altogether it 
will come to very much ; but still I believe 
it is a kind of increase that will cause 
heart-burning altogether out of propor- 
tion to the actual money lost to the 
locality, and for that reason, having at 
heart the smooth working of the Bill, I 
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beg to press this Amendment on the 
Chief Secretary. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand in the constituency which the hon- 
ourable Member represents the rates will 
be somewhat raised by this clause, and 
he asks that compensation should be 
given out of the Imperial funds in order 
to make this loss good. Sir, after we 
once begin, in exceptional cases of this 
kind, to compensate out of the Imperial 
funds, wherever there is a loss, I do not 
know where we are to end. The honour- 
able Member seems to forget that union 
rating in England—although no compen- 
sation was given, or even thought of, : 
when the change to union rating and 
other changes were made—had the indi- 
rect effect of producing economy in the 
poor law administration, and I am by no 
means certain that a similar result will 
not follow from union rating in Ireland, 
and that in most cases the expenditure 
will be diminished, instead of being 
increased. But, even if it were otherwise, 
I could not possibly entertain compensa- 
tion where the operation cf union rating 
turns out unfavourably. The principle 
would be a most dangerous one, and I 
could not accept the Amendment. 





Mr. VESEY KNOX: I do not, of 
course, wish to press the Amendment, if 
the right honourable Gentleman does sot 
seem inclined to yield to it, and I do not 
know that I shall be justified in putting 
the House to a Division. I do, however, 
think the case is a hard one, especially 
having regard to the fact that these 
urban sanitary areas receive no help 
whatever under the provisions of the Bill, 
The Chief Secretary has, I think, under- 
tuken to reconsider the question whether 
he will yield some relief to these areas 
from the agricultural grant. That would 
not, of course, be anything like sufficient 
compensation, but I think he _ pro- 
mised, upon a previous occasion, to con- 
sider whether, in some measure, relief 
cannot be given. under the agricultural 
erant to urban areas. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I promised 
to consider the whole subject, but I do 
not, however, hold out any hopes that I 
shall be able to do anything in the direc-. 
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tion the honourable Member speaks of. 
I may remind the honourable Member 
that we cannot make this grant to rural 
districts without benefiting indirectly the 
towns surrounding them. There is no 
doubt that, indirectly, they will receive 
some benefit. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I do not dispute 
at all that there will be some indirect 
benefit. Under the circumstances, I feel 
that ic is no use pressing the Amend- 
ment, but I do ask the Chief Secretary 
to take into account this case, and look 
into the figures again on the point, when 
he reconsiders the whole question of the 
financial relations between the urban 
and the rural areas. I beg leave to with- 
draw my Amendment. 
withdrawn. 


Amendment, by leave, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 24, line 26, leave out from 
vend of sub-section, and insert— 


‘be’ 


“*Distributed amongst the county boroughs 
according to their respective valuations, and 
skall be paid by them into the borough fund.’ ” 
—(Mr. Carew.) 


Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
This is one of the Amendments prepared 
by the Corporation of Dublin. The 
income derived from the local taxation 
from any particular district in Ireland is 
handed over, and put into a common 
fund, and distributed all over the coun- 
‘try. This amounts in the case of cities 
like Dublin and Belfast to a levy for the 
benefit of the smaller towns in Ireland. 


‘These cities do not derive any benefit 
from the agricultural grant, and they 


have to contribute enormous charges for 
lunatics and other matters quite equal to 
the charges for all the other scheduled 
places in Ireland. All we ask for is this: 
that in case of a surplus, instead of going 
to Parliament, the money should be given 
back to those cities according to their 
respective valuations. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The sug- 
gestion is not one which I am prepared 
to entertain, and the Government 
unable to grant any special advantage to 
county boroughs. 


Mr. M. HEALY: This does not 
primarily deal with the mode as to how 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


is 
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the money is to be distributed, and [ 
have an Amendment on the Paper which 
deals with it in a somewhat different 
manner. I think the right honourable 
Gentleman must be aware that all over 
Ireland the county councils and the grand 
jurors, in the suggestions they have made 
for the improvement of this Bill, have all 
fastened upon this particular proposal in 
this section, that the excess should be 
accumulated, and applied to meet any 
future deficiency, as being a special blot 
upon it, and have made suggestions tend- 
ing in the direction of this Amendment. 
The real facts about this matter, Mr. Low- 
ther, are these : the Treasury are perfectly 
conscious that the grant they are making 
under this clause is one which will not 
be permanently adequate for the purpose 
intended. The rizht honourable Gentle- 
man has said that it will not be adequate 


| in the first year, and the right honourable 





| Gentleman the Chancellor of the Exche 


| quer has said that “sufficient for the day 


to lis the evil thereof, ” and that when the 


occasion arises he will consider the needs 
of the future. But, Mr. Lowther, the 
Treasury have in this proposal carefully 
fenced this round with one protection, at 
any rate, to prevent any future demand, 
and the form of protection which they 
have devised is this: that, knowing that 
this grant will, in the first year or two 
at any rate, be more than adequate for 
the purpose to which it is allocated by 
this clause, have carefully accumulated 
the excess for future use as protection 
against the demand of the authorities 
when the fund becomes insufficient. Well, 
Mr. Lowther, I do not think that is a 
very large matter. I daresay that under 
this clause the excess will continue for 
many years, having regard to what we 
know in the past as regards the continual 
increase in the charges for lunatics, and 
taking special note of the fact that the 
number of lunatics to be transferred from 
workhouses is necessarily very large—I 
think the number in the workhouses at 
the present time is something like 4,000. 
If you consider, Mr. Lowther, the excess ; 
if you consider the amount which is 
likely to be required for the cost of main- 
taining these unhappy people, transferred 
from workhouses to lunatic asylums, I 
do not myself believe that there will be 
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any excess in three or four years’ time 
on this clause. I do not believe that in 
five years’ time the grant made under 
this section will be adequate for the pur- 
pose, much less that there will be any 
excess; and, while I agree with the view 
of the local bodies that the proposal of 
the Treasury in this clause is a some 
what shabby one, I view the matter as 
not being of much importance, because ! 
believe that in a few years’ time, instead 
of the grants under this clause being in 
any sense in excess of the requirements, 
they will be found insufficient. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I believe 
that the Chief Secretary will find that 
the urban authorities are not relieved at 
all directly, and he will find that in some 
places burdens will be put upon them. I 
agree that the amount to be gained 
under this particular Amendment is not 
very much. I think that probably, in a 
very short space of time, the money will 
cease to accumulate under this clause, 
but still, I do support this Amendment in 
the same sense that I do my own, because 
I think some injustice has been done to 
the urban authorities in Ireland, which 
are not as well off in any case as Belfast, 
or the counties of the same size in Eng- 
land. It must be remembered that urban 
authorities in Ireland have to deal with 
larger number of poor people than the 
urban authorities in England; and it 
must also be remembered that the 
average wages of unskilled labour are 
much lower in every town in Ireland, 
including Belfast, than they are in simi- 
lar towns in England and Scotland, and 
that the sanitary expenses, necessarily, 
if the same service is given, in towns 
would be very greater than they are. 
Having regard to all these facts, I do 
say that the Chief Secretary, in the 
interests of local government, would 
have done well if he had tried in the Bill 


to give some relief to urban, as well as 
rural, authorities. 


Amendment negatived, without Divi- 
sion. 
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(Ireland) Bill. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 24, line 29, leave out sun-section 6.” 
—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) 


Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL: I beg 
leave to move that the following sub- 
section (6) in clause 42 be struck out— 


“ All sums paid to the Local Taxation (Ire- 
land) Account under this section shall form 
part of the contingent portion of the guaran- 
tee fund under the Purchase of Land (Ireland) 
Act, 1891.” 


This section, I presume, is meant to be 
of use, but the only use it can have, im 
my opinion, is to diminish the fund, in 


case at any time there is « deficiency in: 


the existing contingent portion of the 
guarantee fund under the Purchase of 
Land (Ireland) Act. Why do the accu- 
mulations created under this Local 
Government Act for Ireland go in any 
way to secure the Government in case of 
a deficiency on the contingent portion 
of the guarantee fund. The time, pos- 
sibly, might come, if there was a great 
famine in Ireland, when the guarantee 
fund might be deficient, and then, in this 
sub-section, the Government could fall 
back, and take away the accumulations 
which otherwise would have been paid to 
the general relief of the ratepayers under 
the operation of this sub-section. Now, I 
might use such arguments as that so 
often put forward in the course of this 
Committee by the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary, that there 
is nothing like this in the English Act, 
and, therefore, that clause cannot be 
relied on, because it is altogether new 
and strange, nor is it at all necessary 
to maintain the symmetry or unanimity 
of this Bill. It is put in here at the 
instance of the Treasury in order to fur- 
ther, if possible, secure them against 
what may turn out some day to be a 
deficit in the guarantee fund, under the 
Purchase Act of 1891, which might pos- 
sibly prove insufficient. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The right 
honourable Gentleman appears to desire 
to put into this Bill, absolutely gratui- 
tously, this Amendment, and he does not 
appear to be aware that the grants pro- 
posed are in substitution—of which Ire. 
land is to receive the proceeds of local 
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licences and fixed amounts—are already 
part of the contingent portion of the 
guarantee fund. This sub-clause is abso- 
lutely germane to the Bill. If we had not 
done this we should have been drawing 
a certain amount from the guarantee 
fund, and it is in order to avoid this that 
it was put in, and the only effect will be 
to diminish the amount of stock under 
the Land Purchase Act. The right 
honourable Gentleman has made another 
serious error. This provision was not 
inserted in the Bill for the protection of 
the Treasury, but for the protection, in 
the first instance, of the ratepayers, who 
would have to suffer if the guarantee fund 
were depleted before any demand could 
be made on the Treasury. I think the 
right honourable Gentleman will himself 
see why this sub-clause is necessary. 


Mr. Serszeant HEMPHILL: I was 
quite aware that the early part of the 
section dealt with the licence, but I 
understood when this Bill was intro- 
duced that it was to be a boon to Ire- 
land, both by way of the agricultural 
grant, and also of these licences. That 
was to be compensation in return for the 
grants in aid which up to this time had 
been granted, and which amounted to a 
very large sum. 


*Mr. DILLON: First of all, I wish 
to direct the attention of the right 
honourable Gentleman to the fact that 
under this he is giving an 
addition to the grants in aid. I do 
not know why he should pass that over 
as a security. However, I attach 
very little importance to the question, 
because I entirely agree with the honour- 
able Member for Cork that in a very 
short time these particular grants will 
exceed very much the sum provided, and 
that, instead of having a surplus, we shall 
have to consider how to meet the deficit. 
That is my contention with regard to 
this particular clause. But the reason I 
rose to support this Amendment was 
that I wanted to ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman to inform the House 
what the amount is of the cash security 
under the Land Act of 1891. I should 
like to know what is the amount. 


clause 


AN HONOURABLE Mempzr: £200,000. 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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*Mr. DILLON: I should like to know 
also how much of that cash security the 
Land Commissioners have had to isgue, 
I do think there is a great deal to be 
said in this respect, for when the Land 
Act of 1891 was passed there was no cash 
security. It took some years to accumulate 
that cash security that has now assumed 
a large proportion and come to be a large 
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sum, and it is now available as a 
guarantee. Now, in order to accumulate 
that large guarantee that grant was 


given to Ireland as an Exchequer contri- 
bution, and was withheld from the Irish 
people for the purpose of forming this 
large cash guarantee. I argue that the 
situation has greatly changed since these 
erants in aid were made. In the first 
place, there is actually in existence this 
large guarantee; and, secondly, if I am 
right, but I have not got the exact 
ficures, I believe that the amount 
which the Government have taken under 
that cash guarantee is very large. There- 
fore we have the experience of eight 
years to show that the cash guarantee 
is quite sufficient. That being so, I 
think it is a case of making this the 
occasion of releasing it from being a con- 
tingent security for these particular 
grants. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Government 
are by this clause capturing an 
additional sum for the guarantee fund, 
and yet the right honourable Gentleman 
in his reply twits the honourable Mem- 
ber for Tyrone with supposed ignorance 
when my right honourable Friend was 
endeavouring to show that an additional 
sum was being taken by the Treasury. 
But there is this additional argument, 
and I beg to point it out, that the whole 
of the sum which you are now hypothe 
cating for this purpose comes, prac- 
tically, out of the towns, and you are 
seizing this under section 42 in respect 
of a Measure passed for the benefit of 
the country. When you were dealing 
with section 34 you did not hynothecate 
a single penny of the agricultural grant 
made for the benefit of the farmers in 
respect of land purchase, and surely the 
fair thing to have done would have been 
to hypothecate some sum out of the agri- 
cultural grant for purely agricultural 
purposes. As I showed. about an hour 
ago, in the case of these public-house 
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licences, they mostly come out of _town 
revenue, and it would only be fair, in my 
judgment, if any provision whatever is 
to be made in this Act in reference to 
these guarantees, to have hypothecated 
the amount out of the agricultural grant 
and not out of the licences from the 
towns. It appears to me that there is 
no argument as to the £35,000, which is 
the sum which ought to be free from 
this liability, especially, Sir, as since the 
time when this fund was established you 
have kept something like a quarter of a 
nillion of money, I suppose with interest, 
from the purposes for which it was 
originally intended. There is a clear 
case as to the £35,000. 


*Mr. DILLON Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman say how much of the 
cash guarantee has been issued by the 
Land Commissioners ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I could not 
say offhand, but it is very small. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I think the con- 
trast has been somewhat spoiled by 
the fact that in this Bill the agricultural 
grant is to be appropriated. I remem- 
ber, when the Bill of 1891 was under 
discussion, the First Lord of the Treasury 
explained that the best of all guarantees 
was that under this Bill the whole 
countryside would be interested in 
making every man happy. I think, from 
that point of view, if there was a charge 
that would be an excellent guarantee, 
surely it would be the agricultural grant 
rather than this charge under the Act. 
Surely it would be a better course to 
take in the event of that being necessary. 
Does it not occur to the right honourable 
Gentleman that it would be more harm- 
ful to let loose these pauper lunatics, and 
to leave the unions without trained 
nurses, than it would be if for a short 
space of time the agricultural grant were 
stopped? I venture to press that point of 
view upon the Chief Secretary as one 
that he might consider in order to ascer- 
tain whether it would be better if he has 
to make a change as to these guarantees 
to substitute the agricultural grant for 
the guarantees mentioned in this section. 
One of the worst features of the 
guarantees under the Act of 1891 was 
that, in order to carry them into opera- 
tion, you would have had to reduce the 
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country almost to a state of barbarism, 
and if he could find any other source of 
revenue which could be applied to this 
purpose, surely it is his duty in the public 
interest to do so. 


Mr. SHEE: The Treasury ‘appear to 
have lost sight of the fact in this Local 
Government Bill for Ireland that we 
have not got any means at present of 
applying the grant that is made in 
respect of medical appliances or in aid 
of salaries for medical officers and dis 
pensers, and we have not got any power 
at present of applying that particular 
grant. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We are 


merely substituting in all these grants. 
Mr. SHEE: What about the £35,000? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That goes 
in substitution. It does seem  un- 
reasonable first of all to accept a 
sum in substitution for the pauper 
lunatics and then turn round and 
ask for this. Surely it ought not 
to come under the same rule. 


Mr. SHEE: How does the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman propose to carry out 
the principle by the hypothecation of 
the public funds in this manner? It is 
only right that Members of this House 
Should avail themse!ves of this oppor- 
tunity to dispute tha. principle, and that 
is the reason, I presume, that the right 
honourable Gentleman has put down 
this Amendment proposing to omit this 
sub-section. That is the principle in 
the matter, and therefore it is our duty 
to protest against that principle which 
is now being carried, and, therefore, I 
desire to join in this protest against 
pushing this principle any further than 
it has been pushed. 


(Juestion proposed— 
Amendment negatived without a Divi- 
sion. 
lestion proposed — 


“That clause 42 as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. DILLON: Before this clause 
is passed I desire to say that in my 
opinion the benefit will rapidly disap- 
pear, and in a very short time we shall 
be struggling with an ever-increasing 
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debt. Although I had an Amendment 
down earlier, I desire to raise this ques- 
tion, which, to my mind, is one of the 
largest questions under this Bill. Pro- 
vision has been made in this clause for 
gradually increasing the expenses, and 
they have been gradually increasing in 
the past and must increase in the near 
future. I do not think that there is 
anything to be gained by delaying the 
progress of the Bill, and therefore I 
simply desire to place on record my 
regret that the Government have not 
treated Ireland fairly, and have not 
made any provision for the charges 
which are now being transferred from 
the Imperial Exchequer to the Irish rate- 
payers. I believe, and I am sorry to be 
obliged to say it, that the Government 
are taking advantage of the position in 
which we are placed, and our natural 
anxiety to see this Bill passed, to shove 
cn the ratepayers in Ireland a burden 
for which, at the same time, an entirely 
insufficient provision has been made to 
meet that burden; and, Sir, I think 
it would be unjust and unfair to ourselves 
and unjust to those whom we repre: 
sent in this House, if this clause were 
allowed to pass without fair warning 
being given to the Government that we 
do not accept it as a fair provision, and 
that we reserve our right in the future to 
come to this House in case our prophecy 
is fulfilled, and a deficit results, and de- 
mand that that deficit should be made 
good. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We have in 
this case followed the course adopted in 
Fngiand and Scotland in 1888, and we 
have supplied a corresponding margin be- 
cause England and Scotland at that 
time received a certain amount from the 
transfer of local licences. I do not 
share the contention expressed by the 
honourable Member that there will be a 
large deficit. At all events, in several 
years—say five or six years—I think 
there will be an accumulation under this 
clause of a balance. I also do not share 
his gloomy view of the future as to the 
expenditure. Sir, there is no doubt 
the expenditure on lunatics at the pre- 
sent time is very large, and is an increas 
ing amount, but that increase arises 
not from the fact that lunacy is increas- 
ing in Ireland, but it arises from the 


Mr. Dillon. 
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fact that lunatics are accumulating in 


the workhouses. The figures show that 
for a good many vears past the number 
“f fresh cases has remained practically 
the same. The amount of admissions 
is what really tests the number, and 
that rate is very low. I think the point 
will certainly be reached when the ad- 
missions on the one side and the cases 
cf death or dismissal on the other will 
come equal, and ultimately I myself 
am looking forward to an actual diminu- 
tion in the expenditure on lunatic asy- 
lums in Ireland. For this reason, I 
think there can be no doubt that a dimi- 
nution in the expenditure will take 
place. Ireland has been the subject of 
constant emigration during the last 50 
years of the best and strongest of her 
population, and the feebler part of the 
community have been left behind or 
have actually returned to Ireland: 
that Ireland is now suffering from 
having to support a number of lunatics 
representing a larger population. I 
believe that ultimately the number of 
lunatics will sink to a number which will 
be a more permanent proportion to the 
actual population of Ireland. That, of 
course, will mean a great saving in the 
rates. 


Mr. DILLON: I must say that I 
cannot agree with the contention of the 
right honourable Gentleman ; although, 
at the same time, I have allowed the 
Bill to go on, and I have abstained from 
speaking on this subject, I feel very 
strongly indeed upon it. I believe the 
right honourable Gentleman has correctly 
stated that one of the great sources of 
trouble in Ireland is that the wretched 
poor ratepayers have got to support the 
lunatics of a population of about ten 
millions, of which there are only about 
four and a half millions now left. Ire- 
land is now supporting and maintaining 
the lunatics which, in a normal condi- 
tion of things, would be spread over a 
population of ten millions, owing to the 
outflow of the youngest and best part of 
the population from Ireland, and that 
still continues. That does not show any 
signs of diminishing, and my impression 
is that the increase, which the right 
honourable Gentleman has correctly 
stated, has been increasing in quite 
recent years, will go on increasing for 
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some years to come, probably, and two 
years of that increase would entirely 
wipe out this surplus. And there is 
another point which the right honour- 
able Gentleman has = omitted to 
deal with. There is the improved 
treatment under this Bill for the 4,000 
lunatics who are now in the workhouses 
of Ireland, and who are in a most miser- 
able condition, which is a disgrace to 
humanity, and which must, under this 
new system, be rapidly improved. But 
this cannot be improved without great 
initial expense, and no provision has 
been made under the Bill for that 
additional expenditure. I daresay we 
may have a surplus for a couple of years 
perhaps, but my conviction is that before 
many years pass over we shall be face to 
face, and practically all local bodies all 
over Ireland will be face to face, with an 
increasing deficit. I only speak now for 
the purpose of establishing our claim 
that we have protested against this 
arrangement, which has been forced upon 
us, and to say that when the time comes 
we shall appear before this House again 
and demand that this deficit should be 
recouped. 


Lorpv E. FITZMAURICE (Wiltshire, 
Cricklade): I am anxious to say one or 
two words in favour of this Amendment, 
because I think the argument which the 
Chief Secretary has used with regard to 
the probable diminution of lunacy in 
Ireland is in direct contradiction to our 
actual experience of what we know is the 
case in England in regard to lunacy, and 
there is nothing special, so far as I am 
aware, in the position of Ireland 
which in the least is calculated to 
diminish lunacy; on the contrary, the 
whole of the circumstances rather tend 
to increase it, and the reasons for an 
increase are not different from those 
under which we suffer in England. If 
the Chief Secretary will refer to certain 
documents which are now in possession 
of the House he will find a most interest- 
ing and important Report from the Com- 
missioners of Lunacy in England, point- 
ing out certain general reasons relating 
to the number of lunatics in asylums. 
He has touched upon some of these 
Teasons, and quite correctly, but I cannot 
follow him that the reports justify us in 
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looking forward to any marked diminu- 
tion of lunacy in English life. Sir, what 
are the reasons, and what is the cause? 
The right honourable Gentleman has 
indicated quite correctly that the improve- 
ment in asylums causes the population 
to have far greater confidence in 
them, and, therefore, induces them to 
send in—and no longer object, as they 
formerly did—to send in their relatives 
to these asylums. And, in addition to 
this, the improved treatment of this dis 
tress will cause a very great diminution 
in the rate of mortality. It is a well 
known fact that the rate of mortality in 
asylums is very low. Therefore, I say 


that if asylums are going to be improved,- 


you will find the same improvement, if I 
may so call it, in the rate of mortality. 
And so all circumstances point to the 
fact that you will have for a long time to 
come not only the same amount of 
lunacy, but, in all probability, an 
increased charge upon the rates and 
upon the public funds. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I entirely agree 
with what the honourable Member for 
East Mayo has said. The fact is that 10 
years ago we had in Ireland a number of 
lunacy inspectors. These start cer- 
tain improvements and create certain 
extra expenses. They have new ideas, 
and, like all new officials, they do all 
sorts of things. The new inspectors say 
this and that on the principle, I suppose 
that the new broom sweeps clean. The 
result inevitably will be increased rates. 
The result will also be, and more per- 
ticularly feelings of humanity will make 
people think it necessary more and mor?, 
that no lunatics shall be allowed to be 
at large, however harmless they may be. 
I certainly do think that the British 
Treasury has made a very good bargain 
indeed in getting a fixed sum, even 
though it be a slightly increased one, in 
place of the various sums which were 
constantly being given before. I was 
somewhat amused to find that, although 
the Treasury would be parading this 
£30,000 as a perfectly free gift and a 
benefit conferred upon us, when we came 
to discuss what this £30,000 really was, 
the Chief Secretary strongly argued, and 
rightly argued, in my opinion, that these 
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contingent grants would not be increasea, 
but, on the other hand, would be rather 
diminished under this Bill. 


Clause agreed to. 


CLAUSE 43. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 24, line 42, after ‘ accumulation,’ insert 
‘and investment.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I _ should 
very much like to know whether 
it would not be possible in some 


way to make a few provisions with 
regard to the nature of the securities 
in which these funds should be in- 
vested. Of course, I do not suppose that 
honourable Gentlemen are going to take 
a very wide power, and an investment 
clause would be a very long thing; but 
I quite conceive that the Treasury may 
require to invest this money in some 
other securities than Government stock. 
I know that while there are a great many 
ways of getting money into the Treasury, 
there are a very great many methods by 
which the Treasury can hang it up with- 
out its producing very much interest. I 
also know that where they desire to make 
« good show they can invest it in such 
« manner that it will produce a great 
amount of interest. For instance, sup- 
posing the Government desire to mak» 
a good show, they proceed to invest the 
money in Irish securities, bearing con- 
siderable interest ; or if they do not—it is 
absolutely in their own power—they can 
put it for investment in special funds 
which can never under any circumstance ; 
depreciate in value, and where, in con- 
sequence the interest is correspondingly 
low. There was a sum of under £200,000 


under the Irish Lands Act. When 
that £200,000 commenced to accumu- 


late Consols were at £94, and if that 
money had been invested in Consols with 
the compound interest it would be 30 per 
cent. more value than it is in these seven 
or eight years. Iventureto hazard a guess 
—I have never been able to find out what 
it was invested in—but I venture to 
hazard a guess that that money was in- 
vested in stocks that never depreciate, 
and consequently the interest is small. 
Upon the other hand, where stocks rise 
and fall, like the local loan stocks, it is 
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always pointed out as a reason that they 
cannot pay off except at an enormous 
premium. Therefore I think that specific 
instructions should be given in the laying 
down the way in which these moneys 
should be invested. I cannot myself con- 
ceive why there should not be specific 
instructions put into the Act as to the 
investment of these funds. The terms 
ought to be dictated by the Act itself, 
Invest them in the public funds of the 
United Kingdom, and then if there is 9 
rise we shall get the benefit of it. But 
if it is left in the hands of the Treasury 
we do not know what becomes of the 
money. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We should 
invest these moneys in Government 
securities, which is exactly what this 
Amendment is moved to do; but what 
the honourable Gentleman wants is that 
a clause shall be so worded that we can 
only invest them in certain securities. 
Really, Sir, I think that might be left to 
our discretion. Honourable Gentlemen 
opposite must not always suppose that 
the Treasury is plotting for their destruc- 
tion. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: May I ask what 
the £200,000 is invested in? That will 
illustrate whether we can trust the Trea- 
sury. There are many things in which 
it can be invested which do not give the 
same advantages as Government funds. 
There are several works which are con- 
stantly creating special stocks, and those 
stocks are constantly being depreciated 
in value. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is ob- 
viously impossible to say at the moment. 
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Amendment to without a 


Division. 


agreed 


*Mr. DILLON: I do not know whether 
the Amendment I have put dowr 
here is necessary or not, but if it 
be, no doubt, the Government will accept 
it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I wili 
accept the honourable Member’s Amend- 
ment slightly corrected. It is obvious 
that you cannot lay the accounts upon 
the Table of the House, you can only la7 
the audit of the same. 


Agreed to. 
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Question put— 


“That clause 43 as amended be part of the 
Bili.” 


Clause agreed to, 


Cuause 44, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 25, line 11, leave out ‘and in the 
case of Cork to divide the same into two 
ridings.” ”"—(Mr. M, Healy.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I accept 
the Amendment of the honourable Gen- 
tleman, although, as I understand, it is 
the Gentleman’s opinion that the county 
should be divided. 


Sir R. PENROSE FITZGERALD: I 
do not know that it is necessary for me 
to say anything now, since the Amend- 
ment is agreed to, 


Caprarn DONELAN (Cork, E.): I do 
not think that a single public body 
in the whole of the East Riding 
of Cork has passed or adopted 
any resolution upon this matter. So far 
as I am aware, they have not done so. 
All the resolutions have come from the 
West Riding of the county. Now, I do 
not desire in any way to oppose this 
Amendment, but I really do think that 
there is a good deal to be said for the 
provision in this clause with reference to 
the period of six months being allowed 
to elapse, in order that information may 
be gathered as to the desire of the people 
upon this point. There are one or two 
questions which I should like to ask 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary before I made up my 
mind upon this Amendment. For in- 
stance, there are 17 poor-law unions in 
the city of Cork, the chairman of each 
of which will, as I understand it, be 
entitled, er-officio, to a seat on the city 
councils. That would give 17 ex-officio 
members to the county council of Cork. 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary upon this matter gave it 
as his opinion that there would be about 
30 members in the county council. Now 
the reason I ask this question is, if Cork 
is represented by only 30 county coun- 
cillors, the chairmen of the rural poor- 
law unions would always be a majority. 
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Now, I think that is a point for considera- 
tion. I quite agree that Cork is the 
natural centre for the county councils to 
meet in, and I think, if the county were 
divided into two counties, that in all 
probability Cork would be selected by 
both counties as the centre in which the 
councils should meet ; but I do think, so 
far as my constituency goes, at all events, 
there is a very strong opinion upon this 
subject. There is a very considerable 
difference of opinion upon this subject in 
the different ridings. I have not received 
any resolutions from the East Riding 
upon the subject, but from the West 
Riding I have. I am quite sure it is 
the desire of the West Riding that the 
county should be one. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR :The county 
council of Cork would, of course, extend 
beyond 30 in number. I gave that merely 
asx a conjecture of what the average 
number of members would be of the 
county councils of Ireland. So far as 
the county of Cork is concerned, all I can 
say is, that no question of principle is 
involved, but representations have 
reached me, and they seem to be greatly 
in favour of the county being treated as 
a whole. 


Mer. W. ABRAHAM (Cork, N.E.): The 
right honourable Gentleman has stated 
that he has received a great many repre- 
sentations in this matter from Cork. 
What I should very much like to hear is 
who are the public bodies who have put 
forward those representations. So far as 
I have ascertained, we have received 
representations from three poor-law 
unions out of the 17, one from one board 
of town commissioners, one from the 
harbour commissioners, and from other 
boards, who call themselves presentment 
associations. I should like the right 
honourable Gentleman to explain to the 
Committee what the principal bodies are 
who gave these opinions, because I, as 
representing one in the eastern portion 
of the county, can state that, in my belief, 
there is only one opinion among them, 
and that is that the county should be 
divided into two. I do not wish to tres- 
pass on the time of the Committee further, 
but I do say this: if a preponderating 
majority is in favour of the preserving of 
Cork as a whole, then doit; but, so far 
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as the constituency I represent is con- 
cerned, the opinion is the other way about. 
I think we have not got sufficient evidence 
on the subject. The right honourable 
Gentleman says he accepts this Amend- 
ment. I hope he does not intend to do 
so without any explanations as to what 
public bodies have made these repre- 
sentations. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I could not 
answer that question without examining 
my papers, but what I have to say is, 
that this particular question has excited 
a great deal of interest, and I think I 
was fully entitled to draw the conclusion 
I did, from the fact that I have not had 
one single request to do otherwise. I 
have not carefully looked into the matter 
and ascertained from what part of Cork 
these various representations came, but 
if the honourable Gentleman thinks that 
East Cork is hardly treated, I think he 


can test the matter between now and 
the Report stage. 

Mr. W. ABRAHAM (Cork, N.E.): 
But the right honourable Gentle 
man has taken care to say in 
this Bill, “within six months of 


the passing of this Act, may alter for 
the purposes of the election of such coun- 
cil the boundaries of any existing judicial 
county, and, in the case of Cork, divide 
the same into two ridings.” With regard 
to the division of Cork, I want to know 


what figures he has got which he has | 


told the Committee to-night he has not 
taken the trouble to analyse. The right 
honourable Gentleman surely might, 
without any harm to the Bill, take care 
to exercise the provision he has put in 
the Bill. Instead of accepting this 
Amendment, he might adhere to the 
text of his Bill. Take the six months 
and let the local bodies analyse the feel- 
ing and opinion of the county upon this 
question, and, having ascertained what 
the public feeling is on the matter, let 
the right honourable Gentleman act. If 
the division of Cork is found to be de. 
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sired, let it be divided. But is it per-| 
fectly fair to do so without analysing | 


these representations’ which have been 

made to the right honourable Gentleman ? 
I declare that those expressions 
opinion are machined, and do not repre- 


| not impossible. 


of | 
| county, 


sent the true opinion of the county. I) 
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say the right honourable Gentleman hag 
taken no pains to ascertain what was the 
opinion of a certain part of Cork, and if 
he accepts this Amendment now he is 
doing so without having ascertained the 
true “opinion of the county on the matter. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I rise to move this 
Amendment. I think my honourable 
Friends behind me are under a misappre- 
hension as to the objects that the Govern- 
ment had in view in introducing this 
proposal into their Bill, that the county 
councils might divide the county of Cork. 
It was put into the Bill because it was 
conceded that the West Riding of Cork 


was entitled to have a county council of 


its own. It was proposed that the Local 
Government Board might divide the 
county if it is divided. The only 


object in making the division is the 
cost. The West “Riding of Cork is so 
remote from the East Riding, and it 
might desire to have a sort of Home 
Rule, and set up a county council of its 
own. Well, naturally, under those cir- 
cumstances, all the expressions of opinion 
would come from the West Riding, be- 
cause it is the West Riding which is most 
interested. Every public body in the 
West Riding is of this opinion. My hon- 
ourable Friend says the opinion is 
machined ; if that is so, I am not aware 
of how it has been machined. When the 
figures were first investigated it was sug- 
gested that the West Riding would be 
hampered by any division at all, but that 
if any division took place it ought to be 
upon the basis of equal rating. When 
the Chief Secretary announced publicly 
that if there was a division it would be 
upon the lines of the ridings, and not 
upon equal ratings, public opinion of the 
West Riding declared against the division. 
Everybody in the county of Cork knows 
it would be impossible to make a division 
upon those lines. You could make no 
divisions in the county Cork which would 
not make it extremely inconvenient for 
the remote parts of the districts. From 
Skibbereen, or Bantry, and all that dis- 
trict, it would be extremely inconvenient 
to make an effective representation, if 
The county has, at an 
enormous expense, erected a building for 
the use of the county council of the w rhole 
and if the county is now divided 
all that expense will have to be incurred 
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again. No one who has examined the 
matter and gone into the figures can 
come to the conclusion that the West 
Riding would be at all benefited by the 
division; and I do say where the West 
Riding is unanimously opposed to the 
proposal that the Government are rea- 
sonably safe in accepting this Amend- 
ment. I, personally, have not the 
slightest interest in what is done in this 
matter, but I do think that the interests 
of the district should be considered in 
a matter of this kind. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): The opinion 
has not been well developed in the dif- 
ferent districts of the county of Cork. 
The opinion in the East Riding is, no 
doubt, in favour of the proposal of the 
Bill, but obviously the best way out of 
the difficulty would be that the Members 
representing the county of Cork should 
come together and discuss this matter 
fully, in all its bearings, and then com- 
municate their views upon the subject to 
the right honourable Gentleman. But, 
incontestably, if there is a well-founded 
opinion in the county of Cork that the 
proposal of the Bill should not be 
adopted, and there is a strong opinion in 
favour of the Amendment, 
Amendment should be accepted. 


Mr. W. ABRAHAM (Cork, N.E.): I| 


| words. 


should like to point out to the Chief 
Secretary that public opinion in the 
West Riding was unanimously in favour 
of a division of the county, provided 
that the county could be divided on the 
basis of equal rating. It was only in 
reply to the that the 
county should be divided on the present 
lines of the ridings that I stated the 
West Riding was opposed to it. The 
East Riding is double the size, and cer- 
tainly double the valuation, of the West 
Riding. The East Riding is £700 on 
the valuation; the West Riding is 
£300; and certainly, under the circun- 
stances, the East Riding is entitled to 
a more weighty consideration than the 
West Riding; but as the West Riding 
is practically unanimous upon this sub- 
ject, though I feel we should prefer a 
division of the county, I do not myself 
propose to stand in the way of this 
Amendment. 


suggestion 
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Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) : I must 
say, with all due deference to the opinions 
which have been expressed by honourable 
Members of this House upon this subject, 
that, from the information which has 
come to me from the county of Cork, with 
reference to the division of the county, it 
appears to me that the opinions of both 
Nationalists and Conservatives, and others 
belonging to the county, is that there 
should be only one county of Cork, that 
there should be only one centre, and only 
one method of dealing with matters 
material to the county. The centre 
naturally should be the city of Cork, and 
I think some little time should be given 
to the consideration of this matter. 


Amendment put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 25, line 23, leave out ‘or any Order 
in Council made under Part 6 of this Act.’”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Mr. M. HEALY: I think the 
right honourable Gentleman will see the 
connection between this and another 
Amendment I put on the Paper, but what 
I have to say now is this, that I should 
be quite satisfied to leave the clause as it 
stands. as regards boundaries if the right 
honourable Gentleman will omit thes» 
I think fe has not fully appre- 
ciated the effect which those words if 
retained will have upon Orders in Coun- 
cil made under Part 6, the whole pur- 
pose of which would be destroyed. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I should 
like to adopt the suggestion, because I 
think it is desirable that some general 
principle should be laid down, and if the 
honourable Member will leave this ques- 
tion to me I will see what is the best 
way of giving effect to what is the 
intention of the Bill on this matter. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I think the right 
honourable Gentleman might make an 
addition to the Order in Council which 
would give county boroughs the power 
of extending their boundaries so as to 
get the benefit of the Act. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
there is nothing to prevent it. 


Yes, if 
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Mr. M. HEALY: On that understand- 
ing, I will ask leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Local Government 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 25, line 28, leave out sub-section (b) 


*Mr. DILLON : I do not find 
that the Government in the Act abso- 
lutely tie the hands of the Local Govern- 
ment Board with regard to this question 
of unions being divided, and if my 
Amendment is accepted it will not in 
the least degree compel the Local Govern- 
ment Board to divide unions between 
more than two counties if they do not 
wish to do so. But representations have 
been made to me that in some cases it 
would be desirable to divide certain 
unions between more than two counties, 
and that it would be better in that 
respect to have no cast-iron rule. Of 
course, I do not now wish to obtain the 
judgment of the Committee on the merits 
of that question; all I seek now is that 
the right honourable Gentleman should 
leave the Local Government Board with 
their hands free to make the division 
as they may think best after full inquiry. 
The inquiries which the right honourable 
Gentleman has been making have caused 
the greatest possible anxiety and alarm. 
The whole question will have to be con- 
sidered with the utmost care, and I think 
full opportunity ought to be given to the 
inhabitants and ratepayers of a district 
which it is proposed to transfer from one 
union or county to another to state their 
views fully before anything is done. 


*Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): I 
do not propose to say more than a few 
words in support of the Amendment of 
my honourable Friend the Member for 
Mayo. We have one division in Tyrone, 
eight in Cavan, and the remainder 
in Fermanagh, and I know that 
none of the divisions in Tyrone or 
Cavan wish to be disconnected from 
the divisions in Fermanagh. On that 
ground I protest against the right 
honourable Gentleman leaving the matter 
entirely to the decision of the Loca! 
Government Board. Only yesterday 
evening I wrote a letter to the Secretary 
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to the Local Government Board in rela. 
tion to the same subject, and the in. 
habitants of the division in county Cavay, 
got up a memorial, and sent it to the 
Local Government Board praying not 
to be severed from the union of the 
county Fermanagh. I hope, therefore, 
that the right honourable Gentleman will 
accept this Amendment. 


Mr. CREAN (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; 
I have an Amendment down at line 29, 
proposing to leave out “two” and insert 
“three,” but I have been requested not 
to press it now. I asked the right 
honourable Gentleman a question as to 
whether he had received a memorial 
requesting him to enable unions to 
remain as they are. Under the clause it 
will be in the power of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to divide them into two 
if they so think fit, contrary to their 
expressed wish, but I do not conceive 
that the right honourable Gentleman can 
have much objection to accept the 
Amendment now proposed. I know per- 
fectly well that if the arrangements now 
proposed are carried out, as may be seen 
by reference to the union map in the 
Tea Room, a great number of my con- 
stituents will be very much _ incon. 
venienced by being put away from the 
central meeting-place of the guardians 
of the union. They told me it would be 
almost impossible for them to give regu- 
lar attendance to their duties if that were 
done. This Amendment will be only 
extending the powers of the Local Govern- 
ment Board so as to enable them to meet 
the views of particular unions, and I 
hope the right honourable Gentleman will 
accept it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: This is a matter 
of great interest, and anyone who has 
considered it for several years past will 
not at all wonder at the decision at which 
the Government have arrived. But at 
the same time one cannot ignore the 
fact that there is intense local feeling 
upon the subject. In some cases the 
proposals of the Local Government Board 
might involve not only changing a divi- 
sion from one county to another, but 
from one province to another. I see 
that a Sligo union might be brought 
into Donegal. It is not only that there 
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might be considerable feeling, both racial 
and local, but there are financial ques- 
tions of importance involved. The 
Amendment of the honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for Mayo would not, I 
think, in any way restrict the powers 
of the Local Government Board. But, 
while I think the Government will do 
well to accept this Amendment, I should 
not at all find fault, from the point of 
view of the central authorities, if some 
such proposal as that in the Bill were 
carried. The present system is most in- 
convenient, and it is most desirable that 
some approximation towards the system 
suggested in the Bill should be brought 
about. But really, Sir, I think the oppo- 
sition which this scheme has undoubtedly 
aroused has been generated because of 
the natural distrust of the localities of 
the body which is to do this work. In 
regard to England, observe the anxiety 
and care which the Government have 
shown. Before the Act of 1888 was 
brought forward. they passed an Act in 
1887, appointing a Royal Commission, 
consisting of a number of people of great 
dignity and importance, to consider these 
boundary questions. Then, again, when 
the Bill of 1888 was passed, another Com- 
mission, composed of men of considerable 
weight and experience, was appointed, in 
order to deal with questions of adjust- 
ment, whereas these matters had to be 
left under the control of the Local 
Government Board, two out of the three 
members of which body are at the present 
moment absolutely new to its work. I 
do not wish to say anything more about 
that, and nobody will think I am hinting 
at any job, but I must express profound 
regret as to the disappearance of Sir 
George Morris from the Local Govern- 
ment Board. He was a man of great 
common sense, and he understood the 
prejudices of the people, as it is neces- 
sary to do in these cases. He did not 
pretend to govern the country without 
understanding the prejudices of the 
people. I do not know the gentleman 
who took his place, but I can speak with 
approval of the new appointment made 
by the right honourable Gentleman, 
which I believe will be received with 
satisfaction. Therefore we do not com- 
plain of the composition of the Local 
Government Board, as it is now con- 
stituted, but we cannot ignore the fact 
that two out of the three members are 
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new men, neither can we ignore the fact 
that it is not to be strengthened, so far 
as we know, in any way from outside. 
Now, I think it would be a reasonable 
thing if the Government were to 
announce that some gentleman con- 
nected with this House—I do not care 
what Party he might belong to—should 
have something to say in_ these 
matters. There are questions of 
considerable nicety to be dealt with, and 
I do think that the Local Government 
Board might be assisted, as assessors, by 
some Members, drawn from all Parties, in 
this House, to do the work in an 
honorary capacity, the paid men doing 
the drudgery, leaving to what I may call 
the honorary members outside questions 
of principle where local feeling arose, and 
of which there might thus be brought 
about considerable abatement. The 
Government, I think, on the whole would 
lose nothing by accepting this Amend- 
ment. They could, in spite of its 
acceptance, if they thought fit, carry out 
departmentally what they wish now 
to carry out legislatively. There is 
undoubtedly a strong feeling about the 
Bill, and the Government would do well, 
in view of local prejudices, to consider 
whether they could not meet them by 
appointing some persons in an honorary 
capacity to assist the Local Government 
Board. 


Sir T. ESMONDE: I think the Govern- 
ment will act wisely in accepting this 
Amendment. In different localities 
strong feeling is likely to arise about 
the alteration of boundaries. There may 
be some unions in which certain divisions 
would be satisfied to join other unions, 
but, on the other hand, there are 
divisions which would view such a change 
with dissatisfaction. My honourable 
Friend the Member for Mayo proposes to 
leave the matter more open, and I think 
the Government might, without great 
risk, agree to his proposal. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
say that I am not able to accept the 
Amendment. I think that in two or three 
cases, probably not more, it might be 
more convenient to adopt a_ threefold 
rather than a twofold arrangement. I 
must confess that I think simplification 
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of areas is a very important object, but 
it might. be carried to an extent that would 
prevent what might be very valuable 
arrangements. I would rather the honour- 
able Member would not press his Amend- 
ment. I can assure him I am prepared 
to consider the matter, but, at the same 
time, it might be awkward to take out 
of the Bill the power of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to divide unions between 
two instead of three counties. 


*Mr. DILLON: My point is that if the 
Bill remains as it now stands, unions 
could not in any case be divided between 
more than two counties, and the right 
honourable Gentleman admits that, for 
reasons present to his own mind, in two 
or three cases, at any rate, it would be 
found more convenient to make the 
division between three counties. All 1 
ask him to do is to leave himself free to 
make the change if he should think it 
best to do so. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
wishing to contest what the honour- 
able Member has said, I do not 
think he understands my point, which 
is that if I simply accepted the 
Amendment there would be nothing 
but divisions between three counties 
under the provision of the Bill. I 
would, therefore, rather leave some direc- 
tion, at all events, in the Bill to indicate 
what should be done. The honourable 
Member says, leave the Local Govern- 
ment Board free to make what arrange- 
ments they think best, but in the absence 
of any directions great pressure may be 
brought to bear upon them to make 
arrangements which it would not be wise 
to make, and it is desirable that their 
hands should be strengthened to resist 
pressure to multiply divisions. 


Without. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are not you the 
Local Governnent Board? You do not 
want your hands strengthened. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
presence of this or some similar provyi- 
sion in the Bill against multiplying divi- 
sions would be useful in strengthening 
their hands should pressure be brought 
to bear. However, if the honourable 
Gentleman will be satisfied with what I 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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say, I will further consider the matter 
before the Report, in order to make up 
my mind definitely as to the cases in 
which such a division would be desirable, 
and if I think it really is desirable in cer- 
tain cases, I will accept this Amendment, 
or some similar Amendment, to make a 
threefold division possible. 


*Mr. DILLON: I will be content with 
that, but I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman will place something on the 
Paper expressing his views. I now under- 
stand his object, but I think it will be 
universally admitted that the statement 
he has made shows that in some cases 
it would be undesirable to put a cast-iron 
limitation on the action of the Board. 
I will not press my Amendment now, but 
I expect the right honourable Gentleman 
will put upon the Paper some proposal 
before the Report stage, to show whether 
he will carry out my proposal. I should 
like to say a word or two, before I with- 
draw the Amendment, on the general 
question of boundaries, because some of 
us who sit on these Benches are in a 
position of difficulty in the matter. I 
myself have been troubled because of the 
proposal made to two divisions in my 
constituency, with, as it were, a pistol 
placed at their heads. They are put in 
the dilemma of either joining the Swine- 
ford Union, or leaving the county of 
Mayo and joining Roscommon. They do 
not want to do that. They belong to 
county Mayo in the Parliamentary sense, 
and they belong to Roscommon in the 
county council sense. Well, now, there 
may be, from the point of view of the 
right honourable Gentleman, no justifica- 
tion for the prejudices of these local 
people, but there is something more than 
prejudice in the matter. These two 
divisions are up in arms against the 
change, and there is something more 
than a sentimental objection to it. They 
have a serious objection to sending their 
representatives into a strange council, 
where they are likely to form a small 
and despised faction, whose voice would 
not be likely to be listened to. That 
may appear to some honourable Gentle 
men a rather too far-fetched objection, 
but I can assure them that to those who 
go much about amongst the people and 
understand the condition of county 
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society, it is by no means a fanciful 
objection, for such a compulsory change 
might be very cruel. Therefore, what I 
want to impress upon the right honour- 
able Gentleman is this: I should like him 
before the Bill passes to give us some 
indication of what precautions are to be 
taken to ascertain the wishes of the 
people in a division before forcing it to 
remove to another county or union, and 
what weight is to be given to the unani- 
mous feeling of the body of the rate 
payers. Although I fully sympathise 
with the object of the right honourable 
Gentleman as to simplification, still I 
think you will meet with great difficulties 
and create great discontent unless you 
move slowly and cautiously in the 
matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Perhaps I 
may be allowed to state that this ques- 
tion of boundaries has been anxiously 
considered by the Government, and in 
every case we have tried to ascertain 
what was the local feeling. As to the 
suggestion of the honourable and learned 
Member for North Louth, that it might 
be possible, in the event of dissatisfac- 
tion with a decision, to give an appeal to 
the Local Government Board with the 
assistance of assessors, I do not wish to 
offer any opinion now, but I shall cer- 
tainly consider all the suggestions that 
have been made. 


Mr. M. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): In 
my own constituency there are four 
electoral divisions, which it is proposed 
to attach permanently to the Listowel 
Union, and I wish to call attention to 
the fact that the distance from Listowel 
is very considerable, and to suggest also 
that the feelings of those four electoral 
divisions should be taken into considera- 
tion. A meeting was held a fortnight 
ago, at which resolutions were adopted 
protesting against alteration in this direc- 
tion. The decision on a former occasion 
was, unfortunately, come to rather 
hastily, and the people of the district 
had no opportunity of expressing an 
Opinion at the time, but they have that 
opportunity now. 


Mr. CREAN: In my opinion, Mr. 


Lowther, strange results will follow if 
this clause is retained in the Bill in its 
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present form, especially in the union of 
which Kilkenny, Tipperary, and Water- 
ford form part. The Local Government 
Board have addressed a letter to the 
board of guardians, stating that inas- 


much as this Bill provides that 
no union shall be divided between 
more than two counties, it will 


be necessary to transfer certain por- 
tions of the union, but this is provided 
for in such a manner as to involve 
intersection of boundaries, and more than 
intersection, with the result that when 
jurors are summoned to assizes or to 
sessions they will, in certain cases, have 
to travel distances of from 20 to 30 
Irish miles, to the great prejudice of 
legal proceedings. The board of guar- 
dians of the Carrick-on-Suir Union have 
unanimously passed a resolution, which 
has been sent to the Local Government 
Board, asking the latter body not to pass 
the scheme in that form, which, however, 
will be absolutely necessary if this clause 
is carried as it stands. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I fear that 
in a matter of this sort there is scarcely 
a case in which difficulties cannot be made 
apparent with the assistance of the map, 
but I do recognise that there are special 
cases to which it is necessary to give 
consideration, and I hope honourable 
Gentlemen will be satisfied with the 
assurance that such consideration shall 
be given. 


*Mr. JORDAN: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman permit me to make a 
suggestion! Before the Local Govera- 
ment Board arrive at a decision, will it 
not be better to hold an inquiry on the 
spot, where the parties interested may 
be heard? That, I think, may save a 
good deal of trouble hereafter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I see no 
objection to that, in doubtful cases. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I move 
an Amendment that a union shall extend 
over one county. I think this would 
save a good deal of amalgamation, which 
would otherwise take place. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We have for 
the last half-hour been discussing Amend- 
ments on this point, and I am forced to 
admit there seems to be sufficient doubt 
about the matter to make me look into it. 


Local Government 


Mr. DALY: I do not wish to press 
this to a division, but in the county I 
represent there is a good deal of soreness 
about this business, and I have been 
inundated with petitions on the subject 
from county Monaghan. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 25, line 29, after ‘counties,’ insert 
‘or two counties and one county borough.’ ”— 
(Mr. Vesey Knoz.) 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: There is a 
particular case I would like to call atten- 
tion to—that of the union of Derry, which 
will form part of two counties and one 
county borough. It is of a convenient 
size, and the city of Derry will be in the 


centre. As the Bill stands, it will be 
necessary to take either the Derry 
part of the union or the Donegal 


pert and throw it into another union. 
I quite admit that where parts of unions 
are not sufficiently large in themselves, 
there is a strong case for amalgamation 
and alteration of boundaries, but in this 
case the part of the union of the 
county of Derry is, I submit, large 
enough, and so is the part of the county 
of Donegal, and I can see no obstacle to 
these parts forming rural district coun- 
cils. I have no information as to what 
it is proposed to do in this particular 
case, for it rather seems to have been 
overlooked; but it certainly seems to 
me that a county borough is for these 
purposes somewhat different from an 
ordinary county, and I venture to press 
this matter on the attention of the 
Chief Secretary. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I fear that 
if I were to adopt the suggestion of the 
honourable Member for East Mayo, or to 
make one of my own, it would not meet 
the proposal of this Amendment. 
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Mr. VESEY KNOX: I am not going to 
press this toa division, but it would be an 
inconceivable hardship if the proposal 1 
apprehend were carried into effect, and 
I cannot think such a course is contem- 
plated as that either the Derry or the 
Donegal part of the union shall be amal- 
gamated with any other union. I hope 
the Chief Secretary will be able to give 
a clearer answer on this question, be- 
cause this is a far different case from 
those which have been spoken of, of a 
union forming more than two rural 
counties. If I withdraw the Amendment 
I hope the right honourable Gentleman 
will give an assurance that the case will 
be dealt with. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My strong 
impression is that the case of this union 
was not considered by us when we used 
this form of words. I press the right 
honourable Gentleman to withdraw his 
Amendment, in order that we may con- 
sider the whole case. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: I beg to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. A. O'CONNOR (Donegal): I beg 
to point out the word “area” appears 
to be hardly sufficient in this clause. 
There are places in which the propor- 
tions of unions vary considerably in point 
of size, and are of but little consequence, 
and I beg to move an Amendment to 
insert after the word “size,” the words 
“and rateable value.” 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I think that, 
as far as valuation goes, the Local 


Government Board might be of opinion 
that they would be able to form separate 
districts, and I do not think it is desir- 
able to put in a word which might 
hinder the Local Government Board. My 
view is that the poorer a place is the 
harder it is for the people to send their 
district councillors to distant places. In 
the union I have in my mind, in West 
Cavan, the people are very poor—in fact, 
it ought to be scheduled as a congested 
district—and to send them to a distant 
place to transact their local business, 
would be a very great hardship. It 
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must be remembered that in Ireland 
there will be no parish councils; the 
district councils will be the authorities 
for all local purposes, including the vil- 
laze pump. I, therefore, think the 
Amendment might well be held over. 


Mr. CREAN: There is nothing in the 
clause which prescribes in any way any 
rules which the Local Government Board 
will follow. I think some regulation 
should be made as to where rural dis- 
trict councils shall or shall not be set up, 
and I think also the English precedent 
might well be followed. 


Mr. A. O’CONNOR: I have heard my 
honourable and learned Friend the 
Member for Derry city, and, while hold- 
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ing my own opinion, I ask leave to with- 
draw. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
rather sorry the honourable Gentleman 
has withdrawn his Amendment, because 
I think some other points should be con- | 
sidered besides size. 


| 
| 
| 


On the return of the Cuarrmay, after 
the usual interval, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 26, line 1, leave out sub-section 5.”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: It appears to} 
me that the words inserted in clause 18 | 
of the Bill, which enables an electoral | 
division, when divided into wards, to | 
combine for the purpose of election, are | 
inconsistent with the clause which is 
before us. Clause 18, section 4, is most 
necessary in view of the fact that some 
electoral divisions in Irish constituencies 
are small, and it would be most unfair 
to give them on the district council « 
representation equal to that of a larger 
area. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will 
accept the Amendment, subject to the 
reservation that, as the matter is com- 
plicated, it may be necessary to recon- 
sider it. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I thank you. 
mention it on the Report stage. 





| 
| 


I will 


Amendment agreed to. 





{ 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 26, line 5, add as a new sub-section— 


“Tf the Local Government Board amal- 
gamate two unions they may, after communi- 
cation with the county council and rural dis- 
trict councils concerned, either amalgamate the 
rural districts in the same county which are 
comprised in the amalgamated unions, or 
direct that those districts shall continue as 
separate rural districts, and in either case may 
make such arrangements as may be nec 
for protecting the interests of the officers of 
the district councils holding office at the time 
of the amalgamation, and for that purpose the 
Union Officers (Ireland) Act, 1885, shall apply 
to officers of the district councils in like manner 
as it applies to the officers of boards of 
guardians.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 44 as amended added to the 


| Bill. 


Cuause 45. 





Amendment proposed 


“Page 26, line 10, leave out ‘coroner.’”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: This clause is a 


supplement to clause 27, section 3, 
|which preserves the right of the 
council of a borough to appoint 
its coroner as heretofore. If this 


|clause stands, it would appear as if the 


urban district came under the jurisdic- 
tion of the county council even when the 
urban district comprises a borough. I 
do not know whether I have made myself 
quite clear. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxryson, Londonderry, N.) : 
It was never the intention of the clause 
to deprive any borough, absorbed in an 
administrative county, of its existing 
right to appoint a coroner. 


Mr. M. HEALY: But, I think, there 


would be a danger as the clause 
stands. However, I withdraw’ the 
Amendment. 


Amendment withdrawn. 
Amendments proposed— 


“Page 26, line 11, leave out ‘a sheriff and,’” 
“Page 26, line 13, after ‘county’ insert— 


“*And a sheriff may be appointed by the 
Corporation of Belfast and Londonderry, as if 
these cities were named in the fourth section 
of the Municipal Privileges (Ireland) Act, and 
in the manner as in said Act provided.’ ”—(Mr. 
7’. M. Healy.) 


f 
Mn 
t 
4 





191 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The question 
which I have raised is one, I think, 
of considerable importance, and I do 
not know how the Government can 
resist the Amendment. By Act of Parlia- 
ment every burough has the right to 
appoint a sheriff. Now, for the first 
time, the right honourable Gentleman 
proposes in this Bill, greatly to my 
regret, to make Londonderry into a 
separate county borough. I would like 
to ask this question: Suppose somebody 
were to move that a writ be issued for 
the city of Londonderry, would the intel- 
ligent Gentlemen who sit at the Table 
send the writ to the mayor, or would 
they send it to the sheriff, or whom 
would they send it to? At present the 
mayor gets the writ, but by this Act you 
will create a sheriff for Londonderry and 
you will create a sheriff for Belfast. It 
is true that, as regards Belfast, though 
I am bound to say that I speak with 
some hesitation, I believe the mayor in 
all cases executes the writ; but now you 
make a sheriff for the first time where 
he never existed before—namely, Lon- 
donderry. I deplore the action of the 
Government in destroying the old and 
the historic venue of the county and city 
of Londonderry, for the first 
without rhyme or reason. You are set- 
ting up a new venue, and beyond the fact 
that it gets this election of the sheriff, 
I am bound to say I do not see what 
advantages Londonderry is likely to 
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time, 


secure under this clause. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We 
pose to accept the second of the honour- 
able and learned Member’s Amendments 
in a modified form. 


pro- 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Very well, then ; 
I withdraw the first Amendment, but 


I should like to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman the  Attor- 
ney General a question. The right 


honourable Gentleman said, on a former 
occasion, that he would still allow thea 
direction of the writ, in the case of 
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merged boroughs, to go to the mayor. [I 
would suggest to him that the proper 
thing would be to give the borough of 
Galway some provision of this kind. I 
thank the Government for having 
accepted the Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The form 
in which I propose to accept the Amend- 
ment is this— 


“In line 13, page 26, after the word 
‘county,’ insert these words, ‘of a city named 
in section 4 of the Municipal Privileges (Ire- 
land) Act, 1875.’” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 26, line 16, at end, insert— 

“*(a) A justice of the peace for a county, or 
for a city or town, which, by virtue of this Act, 
becomes part of the administrative county 
which it adjoins, shall be a justice of the peace 


for that county.’”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 
Mr. M. HEALY: 


Attorney to 
necessary. I am 
not that Kilkenny, 
Galway, and Drogheda _ should lose 
their status as counties of cities, and 
that justices of the peace of those coun- 
ties. shall lose their power in the areas 
over which their jurisdiction has been 
exercised, because those areas will no 
ionger exist as a separate judicial entity, 
and become portions of the larger area. 


I understood the 
admit that this 
sure 


General 
clause was 


he does desire 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Our object 
is to preserve all existing rights, and I 
think that they might still continue to 
act under the Municipal Corporations Act 
of 1840. But at present I am not quite 
certain as to the position of Galway and 
Carrickfergus. Perhaps, if the honour- 
able Member will allow these questions to 
be reserved for the present, he may be 
content by my saying that our general 
policy is that all existing rights shall be 
preserved, and that justices of the peace 
shall continue to exercise their functions 
as hitherto. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I am quite satis- 
fied, but I do think it would be 4 
shabby thing if the Government were to 
restrict the powers of those magistrates 
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just because they chose to destroy the 
area over which they acted, and to create 
a sort of hybrid magistracy, the like of 
which has never existed before in the 
judicial history of the country. I repeat 
that it would be very shabby. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: As I understand, 
the honourable Member wishes that the 
justices of the peace out of those areas 
which are destroyed shall be appointed 
justices for the whole county? 


Mr. M. HEALY: Hear, hear! 


Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, S.): Inasmuch 
as the section only affects two localities 
and a few gentlemen, I think the right 
honourable Gentleman might well make 
this small ecncession, unless there should 
ke some concealed objection to these 
gentlemen being on the commission of 
the peace. 


*Mr. JORDAN: I think this is a con- 
which the Government might 
reasonably make. 


cession 


Mr. M. HEALY: Subject to my right 
to raise the question again, I withdraw 
the Amendment now. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 26, line 19, after ‘ Act’ insert— 

“*(b) The court-houses and other county 
buildings hitherto used for the purposes of the 
county Antrim and the city of Belfast, and for 
the purposes of the county and city of London- 
derry, shall continue to be so used, subject 


to the prescribed conditions.,.—(Mr. Vesey 
Knox.) 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: This Amend- 
ment is one which I think can be 


readily accepted. The object of the 
Amendment that I wish to move is 
to secure that there shall not be any 
necessity to build a new court-house 
either for county Antrim or for London- 
derry. At present there is a court-house 
at Belfast, and there is another at Lon- 
donderry, each of which is amply suffi- 
cient for judicial purposes, and I venture 
to say that nobody wants to see a new 
court-house built there. There is no 
necessity at Belfast for erecting another 
court, and in Derry they are improving 
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their present court-house, and certainly 
it will be quite sufficient for the purposes 
of the city and county. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it intended 
to hold assizes in Limavady, which, 
I believe, is the right honourable Gentle 
man’s stronghold, or can he suggest 
where the duties of the county are 
to be performed? It seems to me that 
the Government, in making this novel 
proposal, have, for all assize purposes, 
separated the city of Derry absolutely 
from the county. There is no power to 
hold a court in another county. If a 
prisoner is to be tried, he is tried in the 
county of Derry, unless the right honour- 
able Gentleman resorts to the Crimes Act. 
The city of Derry is as widely removed 
from the county of Derry as if it were the 
city of London. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: 


There is scarcely 
a city in Ireland 





Mr. M. HEALY: What about Cork? 


*Mr. 
soners 


ATKINSON: Where the _pri- 
of adjoining county are 
not tried in the county situated next 
ta it. The county of Derry is 
separated for county purposes from 
the county of the city, but prisoners in 
the county will still be tried in the court- 
house, which, for assize purposes, will be 
considered as in the county of Derry, just 
as they are tried in the county of the 
city of Limerick, Cork, Kilkenny, and 
Waterford. 


an 


Mr. M. HEALY: The right honourable 
Gentleman has referred to the city of 
Cork, and he has said that prisoners from 
the county of Cork are tried in the city of 
Cork because there is an expressed enact- 
ment for that, and when the court-house 
was burned down ten years ago and a 
temporary court had to be held elsewhere, 
a special enactment hed to be brought 
forward. I do think that without some 
expressed enactment the city of Derry 
court-house will be deemed to be in the 
county of Derry, and there might be some 
awkward inquiries made by the judges. 
What I rise to say is this: that the Order 
in Council does not explicitly deal with 
this question. It is a general clause, 








195 Local Government 


designed, no doubt, to carry out the Act, 
but it is dangerous to have a general 
clause when you want a specific one. All 
it says is that the county council will hold 
the court-house in trust for the same pur- 
pose as the prison. At present it is held 
in trust for one county alone. It appears 
to me that not only in the case of Derry 
but in other cases there will want to be an 
expressed provision made for the appor- 
tionment of counties, and I think my 
honourable Friend was quite right to 
raise this question. 

*Mr. ATKINSON was understood to 
say that the Cork Act to which the 


honourable Member referred was not an 
Act dealing with court-houses. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: >I think the clause 
should be left as it is. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: There would be 


an interesting problem as to what 
would happen in the case of pri- 
soners. I would ask the right 


honourable Gentleman to look into the 
question of the maintenance of these 
court-houses, and make some provision as 
to the powers of the authorities. Of 
course, I suppose it will be a matter for 
adjustment. In the case of Belfast there 
is a case which arises quite apart from the 
case of Derry. In the case of Belfast the 
courthouse will be used for an area which 
contains some 60,000 people. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman say what will be- 
come of the property of the court-house 


merged ? 


This, 


sec- 


HEMPHILL : 


serious 


*Mr. S#RJEANT 
of course, is a 
tion, and we Irish lawyers are rather in 
an unfortunate position, because, when 
Bills are discussed in this House, and 
passed, and afterwards criticised, the 
Irish lawyers who are present at the time 
are taunted for not having called atten- 
tion to the defects in the Bill. That is 
the case in the Land Bill of 1896, which 
has come to be regarded as a laughing- 
stock in the Four Courts of Dublin. Now, 
I quite agree with the honourable and 
learned Member for North Louth that 


Mr. M. Healy. 


very 
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some change is needed in this Bill. [t 
is a question affecting the criminal juris- 
diction of the county, and when prisoners 
are brought up, counsel will at once get 
up and say, “My Lords, You have no 
jurisdiction to try this prisoner in this 
particular court-house.” I trust, before 
the Bill passes through this House, it 
will be abundantly clear that no question 
of jurisdiction will arise. 

*Mr. ATKINSON: My right honour- 
able Friend need have no fear; it will 
be abundantly clear. 

*Mr. DILLON understood — to 
say that the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
had promised to receive a deputation 


was 


from Drogheda on this question. He 
himself waited some time to intro- 
duce that deputation, when an offi- 


cial came and presented a letter saying 
that, as the Chief 
tary had written saying he would only 
receive the Mayor and Town Clerk of 
Drogheda, he could not see him [Mr. 
Dillon]. He would not trouble the right 
honourable Gentleman again. What 
occurred was that these gentlemen who 
comprised the deputation desired to be 
present, in order to impress the Chief 
Secretary with the fact that all were at 
one on the question, but in order to 
convenience the Chief Secretary they 
arranged that only two should speak. 
He (Mr. Dillon) must say these gentle- 
men had gone back to Drogheda with a 
very extraordinary idea as to the dispo- 
sition of the right honourable Gentleman. 


inasmuch Secre- 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was under- 
stood to say that, unless he thought he 
had made quite a different arrangement 
from that referred to by Mr. Dillon, he 
would not have taken the course he 
did. Although the honourable Member 
said that only two members of the depu- 
tation had intended to speak, he [Mr. 
Balfour] was sorry to say that his ex- 
perience of deputations was that there 
was a desire for each one to speak. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I accept that 
statement of the right honourable Gen- 
tleman, but he will make some allowance 
for the feelings of those who are con- 
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strained to cross the Channel. in order 
to see the Chief Secretary, and then find 
that they cannot do so. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 26, lines 22 and 23, leave out 
‘Parliamentary Registration (Ireland) Act, 
1885,’ and insert— 


“*Representation of the People Acts as 
defined by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1884.’"—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: I do not think the 
Parliamentary Registration Act contains 
any provision as to “borough” or 
“county.” 


*Mr. ATKINSON was understood to 
refer to the Redistribution of Seats Act. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The Redistri- 
bution of Seats Act only defines new 
boundaries—the right honourable Gentle- 
man will find I am right. 


Amendment withdrawn. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Page 26, line 23, at end, add— 

“*Or confer any right to vote at the election 
of a member to serve in Parliament in any 


Parliamentary borough where such right did 
not previously exist.’”"—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought the words 
should be inserted. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR accepted the 
Amendment. 


Clause 45, as amended, added to Bill. 
CiausEe 46. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 27, line 10, leave out sub-section 2.” 
—+(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: 


the Government 


I wish to ask ii 
have considered the 
case of a county surveyor. He is com- 
pelled to give certain certificates that 
work is done. The words of this section 
seem to suggest that it is the county 
council that should give the certificate, 
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but I think that certain powers vested in 
the county surveyor at present ought not 


to be vested in the county council as a 
body. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Act 
transfers to the county council not only 
the powers of the grand jury but also the 
powers of their officers. However, I will 
consider the point raised by the honour. 
able Member. 


Mr. M. HEALY: If the right honour- 
able Gentleman says he will consider 
this, I will not persist. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 27, line 13, at end, add— 

“Except so far as the sheriff or the justices 
may require for the administration of justice 
the use of any court-house, sessions house, or 
other county building under his or their 
custody or control, the county council may use 
the same for the purpose of the execution of 
their duties, and if any difference arises between 
the sheriff or justices and the county councils 
as to such use, or as to the remuneration of 
any court keeper or other officer, such differ- 
ence shall be determined by the Lord Lieu. 
tenant.””—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Further Amendment proposed— 


“In line 3 of proposed Amendment after word 
‘use’ insert ‘control and manage.’ “—( Mr. 
Clancy.) 


Mr. CLANCY said these court-houses 
were really the property of the county, 
and had been erected at the cost of the 
ratepayers. 


Question put— 


“That those words be inserted in the pro- 
posed Amendment.” 


*Mr. ATKINSON said the primary pur- 
pose of the court-houses was the admini- 
stration of justice, and therefore it was 
necessary to place them under the contro] 
of the sheriff and not of the county coun- 
cil, which was not responsible for the 
administration of justice. 


Mr. CLANCY said the right honour- 
able and learned Gentleman had only 
just explained the grievance of which he 
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complained. The sheriff would control 
and manage the court-houses, and would 
be able to keep them under his charge. 
They admitted at once that the sheriff 
ought to have control of the court-house 
when it was required for business of the 
court, and, if necessary, he would be 
willing to accept any words which would 
give them that control; but when con- 
trol was not required for business pur- 
poses it was monstrous that the county 
council should not have control. It was 
a moot question whether the grand jury 
should have the right to manage and 
control these court-houses, but he 
believed there was a judicial decision to 
the effect that the sheriff had the con- 
trol. This would now be perpetuated. 
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*Mr. ATKINSON said he had explained 
that the officer who had to make all the 
necessary arrangements was the high 
sheriff. The primary object was that 
justice should be administered in these 
buildings. 


Mr. CLANCY 
provided— 


said the Amendment 


“Except so far as the sheriff or justices 
might require for the administration of justice 
the use of any county building under his or 
their control, the county council might use the 
same,” etc. 


The county council were under no obliga- 


tion to provide for the administration of 
justice. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said that in 
the smaller towns of Ireland the sub- 
sheriff was the gentleman who controlled 
the use of the court-house, and when 
people wanted it they applied for 
the use of the building. He knew 
cases where, when they wanted the 
court-house for entertainments for 
charitable purposes they had _ been 
refused, while the building was always 
at the disposal of the local free- 
mason lodge. They wanted the county 
or district council to have power in this 
matter, and he hoped it would be closely 
looked into. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL said he 
would like the Attorney for 
Ireland to explain how the question 
was likely to apply in the case of county 


General 


Mr. Clancy. 
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boroughs. For instance, would the 
sheriff of the city of Belfast or the sheriff 
of the county of Antrim have control? 
In the case of the city of Dublin also, 
he would like to know how the authority 
was to be divided in the event of a con- 
flict between the county and city sheriff, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the Dublin 
Corporation had to provide every year 
£1,600 for salaries for officials of the 
Green Street court-house, not one of 
whom they could appoint. They had 
not the right to appoint any officer; 
it was entirely in charge of the sheriff 
of the city. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: Part of the build- 
ing is under the jurisdiction of the High 
Sheriff of the county of Cork, and part is 
under the jurisdiction of the city of Cork, 
although both buildings are under the 
same roof. The only question that might 
arise would be between the city and the 
county. 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL: I should 
like to say the Recorder of Dublin has 
a distinct court, and that it is necessary 
for this court to make some provision, 
because, when it was desired taat the 
Recorder should go down to the other 
court and try civil cases there, he de 
cided that he had no jurisdiction out 
side his own particular court. 


HEALY: I have carefully 
Amendment of the 
ment, and it seems to me to be a most 
insidious proposal. At first I did not 
quite understand it, and I am not quite 
sure that I understand it now; but after 


Mr. 


read 


M. 


this Govern- 


giving it the best examination that I 
can, it appears to me that its operation 
will be to cut down the rights of the 
county council. Now, Sir, as this Bill 
was originally drawn, it did not contain 
one word upon the subject of the county 
proper. All that was to be done by an 
Order in Council. There is a clause in 
the Bill to enable an Order in Council 
to be made, but in the Bill as it stood 
originally there is no reference what- 





ever to the county proper. In the 
| Order of Council there is a most ela- 
| borate Order as to the county proper, 


| 








— 
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which hands it all over to the county 
councils, and leaves it to them to do 
anything they like, so long as they keep 
within the law. Now come in these 
insidious words— 

“The county council may use the same for 
the purposes of the execution of their duties.” 


But supposing, Sir, the county council 
wished, as the honourable Member 
pointed out might very well occur, to let 
the court-house for a party or for a 
concert for charitable purposes—in many 
of the Irish towns the only public build- 
ing where public entertainments can be 
held is the court-house. Thatisthe only 





building available that can be used for | 
concerts, parties, and the like, and by 


these words the right honourable Gentle- 
man practically suppresses that, and he 
prevents the county council from allow- 
ing the court-house to be used for such a 
harmless and proper purpose. Is that 
the deliberate attempt of this Amend- 
ment? Is it intended to take away from 
the county councils what the Order in 
Council deliberately gave to them? The 


right honourable Gentleman says that | 


these words are not put in for such a 
reason ; but, unless he can give me any 
explanation to the contrary, I must sup- 
pose that he conceived that the powers 
given by the Order in Council were too 
large, and he wants to cut those powers 
down. 


Mr. FIELD: Before the right honour- 
able Gentleman replies, I wish it to be 
made quite clear what position he intends 
shall be taken up under this clause, 
what the position of the corporations 
and the county councils will be in con- 
nection with the control of these court- 
houses. I entirely agree with what has 
fallen from the honourable and learned 
Member for St. Stephen’s Green. I do 
not understand what power this clause is 
intended to exercise in the future. My 
own experience of Dublin is that the cor- 
poration is the proper party to have con- 
trol over the work of these court-houses. 


Sir T. ESMONDE: I do not go 
into the question of counties and cities, 
because I am not so much concerned in 
that matter ; but, so far as the ordinary 
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county council goes, I think this is a 
most extraordinary proposal on the part 
of the Government. Heretofore the 
high sheriff and the grand jury had the 
control of the court-house, and the ques- 
tion I desire to ask is, Why should not 
the county councils, who are to have the 
|use of these court-houses for their duties, 
have the control of them, subject, of 
course, to the use of the judges for the 
purposes of justice? It seems tome, from 
the wording of this Amendment of the 
| Chief Secretary, that the county council 
|may use the same, but the right of the 
|county councils to do so is merely sub- 
| ject to the goodwill and pleasure of the 
sheriff. It says here, “They may use 
it.” It seems to me that it is a very 
| curious Amendment. I think the Govern- 
ment ought to allow the county councils 
to have a determining voice in their 
administration and their occupation. The 
honourable Member opposite was anxious 
that the various leagues should be able 
to have their meetings in the court- 
| house, but I have never yet heard of an 
Irish court-house being used for the 
| purposes of an Irish Nationalist league. 
| Of course, I am aware they have been 
|used for the purposes of the Primrose 
|League, and if they are used for the 
| Primrose League I cannot, for my own 
| part, see why they cannot be used by the 
| National League, or any other organisa- 
|tion which ought to be given similar 
\facilities. When the Government are 
| about to bring in a reform in the ad- 
|ministration of local affairs in Ireland, I 
| should have thought that the least which 
| they could do would be to give the county 
|councils, who pay the larger amount for 
|the maintenance of the court-houses 
land for the building of them, the 
|supreme power of administering them. 
| That is the right of the county council, 
}and I think the Amendment of the right 
honourable Gentleman is inexpedient. 








Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Member seems to be 
under the impression that we are 
endeavouring to take away from the 


‘honourable 


county councils powers which would, as 

successors of the grand juries of Ireland, 

devolve upon them. That is not quite 

so. What we are doing is to give them 
I 
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the management of the court-houses in 
exactly the same manner as the grand 
juries managed them. The grand juries 
paid exactly the same amount as the 
county council will have to pay here- 
after, but the grand juries were not 
supreme in the management of the court- 
houses. That control remained with the 
sheriff. I am not of opinion that a 
power not possessed by the grand juries 
of Ireland should be possessed by the 
county councils. Somebody must have 
control, and I still think the control 
ought to remain with the sheriff. If a 
building was required for some of these 
other purposes which have been referred 
to, then a proper application would be 
made to the sheriff, and the sheriff would 
naturally grant the necessary leave. 
[Loud cries of “No, no!”] Well, 
I think he would; but, in any case, it 
would not be a right thing, having regard 
to the primary uses for which they were 
built, and to which they would be put, 
that they should be taken out of the 
control of the sheriff. Therefore, he 
will have the control. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: The Chief 
Secretary says the primary use of the 
court is for the administration of justice. 
That is so, but it appears to me that he 
could easily meet the views of both sides 
by giving the control to the county coun- 
cil, adding something in the form of a 
proviso which would provide that the 
sheriff or the justices “ may use any court 
sessions house of county buildings when 
required for the administration of 
justice.” Subject to that, he might 
leave the control with the county coun- 
cil; give them the control, with the 
right of usor on the part of the sheriff 
or justices. 


Sm THOMAS LEA (Londonderry, 
S.): I do not clearly understand 
whether the county council of county 
Londonderry would allowed the 
use of the city offices of the county 
council only, with the permission of the 
City of Londonderry Council, or whether 
they would be able to meet in any other 
part of the county that they please. 
The Attorney General’s constituents are 
equally interested in this matter with 
mine, and I should like to know whether 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


be 
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they would be able to meet in the city 
court-house. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: They would never 
require to meet in the court-house, 
because there is a very fine Corporation 
Hall in which they would be able to 
meet; but at the same time they would 
be able to meet in the city court-house 
if they pleased. 


*Mr. DILLON: I cannot see any reason 
why the county council should not have 
the control and the management of the 
court-houses, subject to the right of the 
sheriff, to make use of them when the 
needs of justice required their use. As 
I understand, the point that has 
been raised by the honourable Member 
for North Dublin would be met by such 
a concession, and it would, in my opinion, 
be very expedient. What the Chief 
Secretary admitted in his speech was 
that this Amendment modifies the 
powers which we thought were given to 
us by the Order in Council—that is, 
the control and management of the 
court-houses, etc. . What was said in 
response to the honourable Member for 
North Dublin. He said that if the 
county council, who paid for these build- 
ings, and whose property they are, desired 
to have the use of them for a charitable 
concert, or a political or non-political meet- 
ing, so far as that goes they could apply 
to the high sheriff, and presumably the 
high sheriff would grant the application. 
Now, that is what we have no right to 
presume, and, unfortunately, our experi- 
ence is totally the other way. We heard 
from one honourable Member that some 
times under the present state of things 
the court-houses were placed at the 
disposal of the people for political 
meetings. Among the friends of the 
high sheriff we know that is so; but 
when we ask for a court-house for the 
purpose of holding a Nationalist meeting, 
of course it is refused. There is not the 
slightest chance for us. I think the 
evidence in the case is absolutely over- 
whelming. The proposal is this: that 
inasmuch as the use of the court-houses 
is required once a year for three or four 
days for the purposes of the administra 
tion of justice, the high sheriff shall have 
the control of them for ever, and he gives 
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the county councils the right to use them 
for their own business when they want 
them. The very wording of this Amend- 
ment points to the fact that the county 
councils have no right to use these build- 
ings except for the purpose of transacting 
their own business. Now I believe it 
would be perfectly easy to construct a 
clause that would entirely safeguard the 
administration of justice, whilst, at the 
same time, it would give the control and 
management of the court-house to the 
county council throughout the year, pro- 
vided that when the sheriff made a 
requisition for a court he could have it 
for the administration of justice. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: The honourable 
Gentleman says that the court-houses 


are only required for the administra- 
tion of justice once or twice a year, 


but they are always required once, 
and sometimes twice, a week, and 
certainly once a week or once a 


What the honourable Mem- 
ber suggests is that the control of 
the court-house should be vested in 
a body which is under no obligation 
whatever to make any provision for the 
administration of justice? 


*Mr. DILLON: No, no; not at all. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: No obligation to 
make any provision for the administra- 
tion of justice save to provide the money 
to build the fabric. To-morrow, if a 
judge came in and found the court-house 
shut up, he has no power to have it 
opened. 


fortnight. 


*Mr. DILLON: What I say is that that 

should be the sheriff’s duty, and he 
should be invested with power to do his 
duty. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: How is he to per- 
form it if the county council does not 
choose to open the court-house for 
the judge? If the sheriff neglects to 
make provision for the judge he can be 
fined £100 or £500. It is a wrong 
principle to give the control of these 
buildings to any people save those who 
have regard to the main purposes for 
which they were built. The grand juries 
provided the money for the buildings, 
but they never had supreme control of 
them. 
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CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I think that the object of this 
Bill, when it becomes law, is that 
unnecessary friction shall cease in Ire- 
land. Now, I should be extremely glad 
if some words could be introduced into 
this Bill to prevent court-houses in Ire- 
land from being used for any political 
purposes whatever. The honourable 
Member for East Mayo has pointed out 
that friction might arise if it were 
decided to hold a Nationalist meeting in 
the court-house. Another honourable Mem- 
ber said that the wording of this Amend- 
ment might exclude a concert being held 
for charitable purposes. It does not 
require much acumen to see that chari- 
table concerts were not the purposes for 
which these court-houses were built. We 
know that all the county councils in the 
constituencies which return honourable 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House will vote for a Home Rule Bill, 
but it is a very different thing if these 
court-houses in the whole of Ireland— 
except, perhaps, in a few counties in the 
north—are turned into political meeting- 
places. I entirely object to that idea, 
and I think it is extremely wise to leave 
it to the high sheriff to decide as to who 
shall retain the use of the court-houses. 
So far as I know. the high sheriffs in 
Ireland I do not think there is one in 
the whole of Ireland who would refuse to 
grant the use of the court-house for the 
purposes of a charitable concert. That 
has never happened yet, nor do I think 
it ever will; but I do think the high 
sheriff would refuse most properly to 
allow the court-house to be used for a 
political meeting for the purpose of intimi- 
dating the neighbourhood. I hope that 
will always be the case. The grand jury 
has never had any authority whatever to 
allow the use of the court-house ; that has 
always lain entirely in the hands of the 
high sheriff, and he is responsible for the 
court-houses in Ireland being at the dis- 
posal of the judge whenever they have 
been required for the purpose of the ad.. 
ministration of justice. We know that 
it has been said over and over again in 
this House that the law is unpopular with 
the majority of the Irish people, and if it 
is so hateful without doubt we know 
what might arise. The court-house might 
be required for the purposes of the 
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commission of the peace, and we might 
conceive a county council sharing the 
views of the honourable Gentlemen 
opposite administering the law in all 


its forms and modes; and _ how 
would the judge get on then? You 


would have the judge knocking at the 
door, and the high sheriff demanding 
admittance, and the county council inside 
refusing to open the door; and I should 
iike to know by what legal means the 
high sheriff is going to obtain an entry. 
I can only say, in conclusion, that if they 
agree with me, and if they see their way 
to do it, it would materially affect the 


good feeling of parties of all kinds 
if the Government, by means _ of 
some provision, prevented the court- 


houses in Ireland from being used for any 
political purposes whatever. 


Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford): It 
seems to me that everybody is 
agreed that the primary object of 
these buildings is to facilitate the 


administration of justice, and nobody 
would suggest fora moment that anything 
should prevent justice being properly ad- 
ministered. Now, what is suggested here 
is that the high sheriff have 
complete control over the building when- 


should 


ever it is necessary for the administra- 
tion of justice. The only thing in dis- 
pute is as to what is to be done with 
regard to the control and management of 
these buildings at other times, when 
they are not required for that purpose. 
The right honourable Gentleman has 
taken up the position that the person to 
whom the control and management at 
other times is to be given should be the 
high sheriff, whereas we are of opinion 
that the persons who should have that 
discretion should be the county council— 
the persons who have created these 
buildings, and who pay for their main- 
tenance. Now, it seems to me that there 
ought to be no difficulty at all in carry- 
ing out this double purpose. We desire 
that the sheriff should have complete 
control of the buildings, whenever 
required, for the administration of jus- 
tice, but when not so required we claim 
that that power should be vested in the 
county council. Now, there is a new 
clause which has been put forward by the 
honourable Member for Roscommon, 
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which would) meet the case, and 
if the Government would come jw 


an agreement with us as to the substance 
of cur contention, there would be no 
difficulty in framing the necessary words 
With regard to the observations of the 
honourable and gallant Gentleman oppo- 
site as to the use of these buildings for 
political purposes, I might say it is not 
the habit of the high sheriff to allow 
them to be used for political meetings, 
still less to allow them to be used fer 
political meetings all on one side, but 
I have not in my mind the question of 
political meetings, but take the organisa- 
tions with which the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for South Dublin 
is connected; if he wishes hold a 
meeting in connection with his co-opera- 
tive society, why should that power be 
vested in the high sheriff and not in 
the county council? Our contention is a 
reasonable one, and I hope the Govern. 
ment will meet it. 
Mr. PLUNKETT : 


hold meetings in court-houses in Ireland 


to 


I have wished to 


for economic purposes, and I have been 
refused on the ground that private meet- 
ings were the thin end of the wedge, 
and that if they were encouraged, God 
only knew what would happen next. I 
do not very much fear their being re 
quired to be used for political meetings, 
as we know on those occasions the people 
always assemble in their thousands, and 
I do not think there would be a court 
house in the country which would contain 
them. I do not think it is worth while 
putting in any special form of words to 
deal with a question of this kind. I 
think it would do more harm than good. 
[I think if a proper provision were made 
for the use of these buildings for the 
administration of justice, it would be 
quite safe to leave them to the county 
council for the other portion of the time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Usually an Amend- 
ment is introduced with a few remarks, 
especially if it is a this is 
introduced by the Government without 
any remarks whatever. Hitherto, when 
we have pressed the Government for any- 
thing, or against anything, we have been 
always told that that particular thing 
was or was not in the English Act, 
that that was the great Charta to which 


lone one; 
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we had to look. If it was in the Englisii 
Act it was all right It is like the fable 
story of the library at Alexandria; if 
the books there were like the Koran, 
then they should be burnt, because they 
were useless, but if the books there were 
not like the Koran, then they should be 
burnt, because they were mischievous. 
Now, the court-houses of England are 
dealt with not once but three times 
in the English Act, and what I wish to 
ask the Chief Secretary and the Govern- 
ment is whether they will stand or fall 
by the English Act in this matter. Sec- 
tion 3 is the first section deaRng with 
this matter, and it says, not merely 
court-house, but— 


“There shall be transferred to the council of 
each county on and after the appointed day 
the administrative business of the justices of 
the county in quarter sessions assembled—that 
is to say, all business done by the quarter 
sessions, or any committee appointed by the 
quarter sessions,” 
and— 
“shire halls, county halls, assize courts, 
judges’ lodgings, lock-up houses, court-houses, 
justices’ rooms, police-stations, and county 
buildings, works, and property subject as to 
the use of buildings by the quarter sessions, 
and the justices to the provisions of the Act 
respecting the joint committee of quarter s¢s- 
sions and the county council.” 


Now, somebody in France said, in the 
time of Louis Napoleon, “ive us liberty 
as in Austria,” Austria being in rather a 
parlous condition as to liberty at that 
time, and I ask in this case, give us 
liberty as in the English Act, and I turn 
to clause 47, and I find— 


“Notwithstanding anything in this Act, the 
courts of assize at Manchester ”— 


Manchester, of course, being in the 
jurisdiction and a part of the county 
palatine of Lancaster— 


“notwithstanding anything in this Act, the 
courts of assize at Manchester, with the lodg- 
ings of Her Majesty's judges, offices, lock-ups, 
and all other property vested in the justices of 
the peace of the county palatine of Lancaster 
by the Manchester Assize Courts Act, 1858, 
shall be vested in the county council of the 
said county palatine, and shall be under the 
control and management of a joint committes 
of members of the said county council, and of 
the council of every county borough locally 
situate in the hundred of Salford, and that 
joint committee shall have and exercise all 
such powers and rights (except the power of 
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levying, imposing, and assessing a rate for 
borrowing money) as are conferred on the 
said justices by the said Act.” 

Then there is another  section— 
section 64—and an additional section 
upon which, | regret to say, i cannot at 
this moment put my hand. The words 
of section 64 are 





“On and after the appointed day all pro- 
perty of the quarter sessions of a county, or 
held by the clerk of the peace, or any justice, 
or justices of a county, or treasurer, or com- 
missioners, or otherwise, for any public uses 
and purposes of a county, or any division 
thereof, shall pass to and vest in and be held 
in trust for the council of the county, subject 
to all debts and liabilities affecting it, and 
shall be held by the county council for the 
same estate interest and purposes, and subject 
in the same covenants, conditions, and restric- 
tions for, and subject to, which that property 
is, or would have been, held if this Act had 
not passed.”’ 


And then there is that remarkable 
provision which the Government 
have put into the English Order 


of Council, instead of which you 
provide that any differences shall be 
settled by the Lord Lieutenant. Now, 
we are all agreed that the administration 
should be the first consideration. There 
is no controversy about that. With 
reference to what the honourable Mem- 
ber for North Armagh has  said— 
supposing, when that gentleman got 
his commission, he went down to 
the assizes in some district of Ire- 
land and found that a contumacious 
county council had closed the doors cf 
the court in his face—he would have a 
squadron of cavalry with him, and I 
would like to know what he would do 
under the circumstances! Why, he 
would merely give orders to take the 
county council and the county court, 
and he would have no other regard 
to the county council except for 
the purpose of sentencing them. It 
is admitted that the county council is 
there for the administration of justice ; 
and does anyone believe that if a judge 
finds himself obstructed, backed as he is 
by the whole of the British nation, with 
its Army and Navy and Volunteers, and 
he holding Her Majesty’s commission, @ 
county council will be allowed to oust 
him out of his position! The idea is not 
to be thought of. It is grotesque. That 
being so, and it being conceded that the 
sheriff should have legal control for legal 









































































a 





211 Local Government 


purposes, why not leave us the control 
for our own purposes for the balance of 
the period? The honourable and gallant 
Member for North Armagh said he was 
in favour of having a provision inserted 
in the clause that a court shall not be 
used for the purposes of any meeting ; 
but, if this Bill passes, the sheriff’s 
powers will not be cut down, they will 
remain exactly the same. I was very 
glad to hear the suggestion of the 
honourable Member for Belfast that 
court-houses should be used for their own 
purposes. I do not in the least degree 
object to a meeting of Orangemen in 
the court-house here, but I might object 
to the Orangemen of Cork having a 
meeting in the court-house there, 
because it would probably be adverse to 
public sentiment. But it is idle to pre- 
tend that we want these court-houses for 
the purpose of holding mere political 
gatherings. The land not being rich 
there are plenty of vacant fields for hold- 
ing meetings upon. The reason why we 
want the control of the court-houses is 
that the people who maintain them 
think it is very hard that they cannot 
have them for the use of concerts, and 
so on. Under a series of English Acts, 
and by Resolutions passed in this House, 
the schools of England, where they are 
created and maintained out of the local 
rates, are placed under the control of the 
local boards for various purposes. Of 
course, we can take a school in Ireland, 
under the Ballot Act, for holding 
a Parliamentary election, but England 
can use her schools for concerts and also 
other purposes, but you refuse us the use 
of our schools for any purposes whatever ; 
and we could not in any school in Ire 
land, throughout the length and breadth 
of the land, hold a bazaar or charity 
concert, or anything of the kind. The 
majority of the people are poor, and the 
last thing—the only thing—we can have 
is the court-house. Take every safe- 
guard that the English Act gives you, 
but give the control to the county coun- 
cils. Why are they not to have the 
control ? 


*Mr LECKY (Dublin University): It 
appears to me that it would not conduce 
to peace and harmony in Ireland if the 
court were used for the administra- 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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tion of justice in the morning and for 
meetings denouncing the admunistration 
of justice in the evening. I have néver 
yet heard that any sheriff has refused to 
allow the court-house to be used for con- 
certs and bazaars; but I agree with my 
honourable and gallant Friend who sits 
behind me that it would be much 
better not to allow any political 
leagues to use the courts which are 
intended for the administration of jus- 
tice. The concerts and bazaars will no 
doubt go on in them as at present ; but 
I should be very glad to see this Bill 
strengthened by the direct prohibition 
vi meetings of a political character being 
held in them. 


Sir T. ESMONDE: I do not agree 
with the honourable Gentleman that 
the court-houses should not be ayvail- 
able for any meetings at all. The 
county councils have to build the court- 
houses and maintain them, and they are 
bound to raise their expenses by half- 
yearly instalments. They are obliged ro 
employ an architect and pay him 50 
guineas for the plans of the court-house. 
The grand juries have been obliged to 
pay rent for these court-houses ; in other 
words, the grand juries, as the repre 
sentatives of the ratepayers of Ireland, 
were given, practically, the control of 
these court-houses. They had to pay 
for them, and there is no reason to doubt 
that they had the control of them, 
because, under the Act, they had to 
appoint the persons employed in the 
court-houses, and pay the officers, and 
that was quite control enough. [“No, 
no!”] Honourable Gentlemen say “No, 
no!” but I go further—the high sheriff 
has the control of the court-house, and 
the high sheriff is, practically, the grand 
jury; he is appointed by the grand jury. 
[“No, no!”] Is not that so? Well, I 
am very sorry; the Irish administration 
is so complicated that perhaps it is 
not so. As a matter of fact, the grand 
jury send in the three names—the 
sheriff submits three names from the 
members of the grand jury, and they are 
sent to the judge, and he takes the first 
name and appoints that Gentleman to 
the position. [“No, no!”] Well, I am 
only talking of how the thing works out 
in practice; there may be some legal 
formalities, but, as a matter of fact, it 
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works out just as I say—the grand jury 
and the high sheriff are one and the 
same thing. The grand juries erect the 
court-houses and pay for them out of 
the money of the ratepayers, and I think 
it is only fair that the county councils, 
who are the natural successors of the 
grand juries, should have the control. If 
the county councils are going to take 
over the liabilities and labours of the 
grand juries, and are to have the 
administration of the money of the rate- 
payers, then they ought to have the 
control in this matter of the court- 
houses. 


Sir W. FOSTER (Derby, Ilkeston) : 
I think we ought to make this Bill like 
the English Act; and if you trust a 
borough of England to look after a place 
for the judges, and see after their 
lodgings and take charge of the place in 
which the administration of justice takes 
place, then, I think, the same thing 
ought to be done in Ireland, and we 
ought to give the Irish people that con- 
trol which they ought to have over the 
building when it is not wanted for the 
purpose of administering justice. On 
the other hand the Attorney General 
says we might have difficulties arising, 
because the county council might object 
to the use of the building for the adminis. 
tration of justice. If there is any truth 
in that contention, then it necessarily 
follows that you ought not to have 
county councils in Ireland at all. If you 
believe that the county councils are 
capable of interfering with the adminis- 
tration of justice, then there ought to 
be no county councils at all. But if you 
are to trust to these people to raise the 
money to build the court-house and keep 
it in proper repair for the administra- 
tion of justice, surely they have a right 
to uave contro]. If they erect the build- 
ing and maintain it in proper repair they 
are entitled to have the use of and con- 
trol over it at other times when it is not 
required for the purposes of administer- 
ing justice. It appears to me if you do 
not trust the people all in all in this 


matter, you should not trust them at 
all. ie 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is im- 
possible to follow the precedent of the 
English Bill to which reference has been 
made, because in England the court- 
house is vested, not in the county coun- 
cil, but in a joint committee, and in Ire- 
land a joint committee does not exist, and 
will not exist under this Bill. 


Mr. T. HEALY: You create a joint 
committee whenever you want one, and 
vou could put it into the Bill. 


Mr. CLANCY: I think this Amend- 
ment is of such importance to us 
that I shall certainly divide the House 
upon it. I am surprised that upon a 
point which, so far as the Government 
is concerned, must be of very small 
importance, and to which we attach so 
much, that there should be any hesita- 
tion whatever in their conceding that 
point to us. I take the opposite view to 
that which is taken by honourable 
Gentlemen on the opposite _ side. 
They would abolish all _ political 
meetings from the court-houses. I 
confess, for my part, the question 
of political meetings was not in my 
mind at all when I moved the Amend- 
ment, because I really believe that if 
anybody wanted to hold an effective 
meeting he would certainly hold it out- 
side, and state that it would be far better 
for the administration to have the court- 
house free, and to have the monster 
meeting outside. It is a very antiquated 
idea to think that you cannot get peace 
and harmony in Ireland without shutting 
up the people’s mouths. The proper idea 
to act upon is that everybody should say 
what he likes, and for my part I would 
not have any hesitation in allowing any 
Irish meeting to take place in a court- 
house ; but obviously the desire is to pre- 
vent these political meetings, and that 
is the only thing that stands in the way 
of these concessions being made by the 
Government. I think that that must be 
a second thought, because I notice in the 
draft Order in Council, sub-section 7 says 
that the county council shall have power 
to manage any land or buildings what- 
ever, by virtue of this Act, or otherwise 
vested in the council. It is a fair 
Amendment which I wish to introduce ; 
and if this Amendment is resisted I would 
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ask the right honourable Gentleman 


what would be the value of this Order in 
Council—it would simply be ultra vires 
therefore I say again it is a second 
thought on the part of the Government. 
They have taken fright at the idea of a 
political meeting being held in a court- 
house, and they change their proposal 
in order to avoid its taking place. Such 
childish fears never haunted the imagina- 
tion of any British Minister. The right 
honourable Gentleman said his only 
idea was the desire to preserve to the 
county council the powers possessed by 
the grand juries. Now, it is perfectly 
true that every grand jury but one have 
not the control and management of the 
court-houses. That control was vested in 
the sheriff, but there was one grand jury 
—that for the County of Dublin, which I 
represent—which has that control, and if 
this Amendment now before the Com- 
mittee is rejected, I shall undoubtedly 





bring another Amendment before the 
Committee that this clause shall not 
apply to the County of Dublin. Section 


131 of the Grand Juries Act empowers 
the grand jury to appoint a committee 
to superintend and have charge of the 
court-house belonging to the county ; and 
if this Amendment is rejected I shall 
certainly bring in that Amendment, in 
order that Dublin should still retain the 
control of the court-house. I think this 
proceeding on the part of the Govern- 
ment is most characteristic. There is not 
«a Bill, not a land Bill, introduced but 
some miserable restriction has been 
incorporated in it. There is not a Bill 
passed in which you do not keep some- 
thing behind, and then a few years after- 
wards you bring in an amending Act, 
and do that which you refuse to 
do in the first instance. Here is a thing 
in this Bill which will have to be rectified, 
and in a few years hence it will be seen 
that the county council do not interfere 
with the administration of justice, and 
that the people have some common-sense, 
and that the people do not make fools 
and asses of themselves; and you will be 
bringing in a Bill in a few years to do 
that which you will not do at our request. 
[ regard this Amendment as a matter of 
ereat importance, which is considered of 
very small importance by the Govern- 
ment, and if it is not conceded by them 
I sholl certainly divide the House upon it. 


Mr 


. Clancy. 
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*Sr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar. 


mouth): I venture to think that we have 
come to a clause and to a 
point where a little consideration wight 
be desirable. I agree with my honour- 
able and gallant Friend behind me that 
it would be very much better if a clause 
were inserted by which political meet- 
ings of any kind were prohibited. On 
the other hand, I think I ought to 
say that in Ireland there are really 
no buildings where entertainments quite 
apart from politics could be held except 
the court-houses, and I do not alto 
gether agree with what has been said by 
honourable Friends behind me, that no 
high sheriff would ever refuse to grant 
the use of the court-house for the 
purposes of entertainments; I don't 
agree with that for one reason, that I] 
have refused to grant them myself, and 
I have done it on the ground that unless 
the parties who give the entertainments 
were prepared to insure the court-houses 
I would not permit it to be used, because 
I was not prepared to run the risk of 
having a fire and having to build up the 
court-house again. I would ask my right 
honourable Friend that 2 clause might be 
drafted which might provide that, while 
the sheriff on the one hand should hay; 
thorough and paramount right to the 
court-house for the purpose of the ad- 
ministration of justice, the county 
council, on the other, should have the use 
of the court-house for their own adminis- 
trative business; and then I think it 
would be desirable that some arrangement 
should be made by which, through the 
joint act of the sheriff and the chairman 
of the county council, where they agree 
that the court-house should be allowed te 
be used for the purposes of entertain- 
ment, they should have power to allow 
them to be used for that purpose. 
Therefore, on the whole—and I am one 
of those who very strongly desire that in 
the working of the county council har- 
monious relations should exist—I would 
suggest to my right honourable Friend 
whether it would not be possible to post- 
pone this question for the moment, and 
to consider my suggestion between this 
and the Report stage. 


now 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
As the clause strikes at the principle of 
popular control, I think we ought to 
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offer it our most strenuous opposition. 
The effect of this is to take away from 
the bodies responsible for the upkeep of 
the buildings the power to control them, 
and it goes directly opposite to the prin- 
ciples of the Bill. We have been told 
that the county councils of the future 
will have the same power over these 
buildings as was vested in the grand 
juries of the past. The grand juries of 
the past had no more control over these 
buildings than that which the county 
councils will have in the future; but I 
do venture to tell the Committee that 
the grand juries in the past always had 
their wishes carried out by the high 
sheriff. When the grand jury presented 
an application to the high sheriff he 
never failed to grant it; that being the 
case, will he in the future give the county 
council the same consideration which he 
gave to the grand juries in the past. I 
do not think so, and therefore I say this 
Amendment proposed by the Government 
is one which every person who believes 
in popular administration, who believes 
in giving the people a voice in the man- 
agement of their affairs, must oppose, 
and we on this side of the House shall 
oppose to the utmost in our power. 


Mr. T. HEALY: The right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary made a 
great point of the fact that he could not 
give us the English Act because in this 
country the union is managed by a joint 
committee. Possibly the right honour- 
able Gentleman is correct, but his Bill 
makes a ridiculous distinction between 
itself and the English Act. Section 64 
of the English Act deals with the pro- 
perty which shall be vested in the county 
council. Here the property is dealt with 
in an Order in Council, section 14. Now, 
section 14 of the Order in Council is 
practically in the words of the 64th sec- 
tion of the English Act, but nowhere in 
the Bill does the right honourable Gentle- 
man mention court-houses, which is 
specifically done in the English Act. 
Now, in Lancaster, whilst it is managed 
by a joint committee—I do not 
pretend to be acquainted with the 
law of Lancaster—while there is a 
joint committee there, it is not 
a joint committee of quarter sessions at 
all. These are the words of the Act, 
section 47— 

“The courts of assize at Manchester, with 
the lodgings for Her Majesty’s judges, offices, 
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lockups, and all other property vested in the 
justices of the peace of the county palatine 
of Lancaster, by the Manchester Assize Act of 
1858, shall be vested in the county council of 
the said county palatine, shall be under the 
control and management of a joint committee 
of members of the said county council, and of 
the council of every county borough locally 
situate in the Hundred of Salford.” 


Now, that joint committee is entirely 
different from the one suggested by the 
right honourable Gentleman, that it was 
a joint committee of the quarter sessions 
and the county council. It is nothing of 
the sort. Section 3 provides that-- 


“Shire halls, county halls, assize courts, 
judges’ lodgings, lockup houses, court-houses, 
justices’ rooms, police-stations, and county 
buildings, works, and property, subject as to 
the use of buildings by the quarter sessions 
and the justices to the provisions of this Act 
respecting the joint committee of quarter ses- 
sions and the county council, shall be trans- 
ferred to, and shall vest in, the county council.” 


Then, turning to section 30, we find— 


“For the purposes of the police and the 
clerk of the peace, and of the clerk of the 
justices and joint officers, and of matters re- 
quired to be determined jointly by the quarter 
sessions and the council of a county, there shall 
be a joint committee of the quarter sessions 
and the county council.” 


Now observe that, while in England the 
county councils have an absolute vesting 
in them of the buildings and the fee 
simple of these institutions, there is no 
such vesting in the Irish county councils. 
Now, I say that it is a very curious thing. 
In England they deal with this matter 
differently ; they vest all these things in 
the county councils, and there is this 
general section, clause 64, vesting every- 
thing in the county council. The reason 
why they specifically mentioned court- 
houses was because of section 30, which 
says— 

“Any matters arising under this Act with 
respect to the police, or to the clerk of the 
peace, or to the clerks of the justices, or to 
officers who serve both the quarter sessions ot 
justices and the county council, or to the pro- 
vision of accommodation for the quarter ses- 
sions, or justices out of session, or to the use 
by them or the police or the said clerks of 
any building, rooms, or premises,” 


etc., ete.— 


“And any other matter requiring to be 
determined jointly by the quarter sessions and 
the county council shall be referred to and 
determined by the joint committee.” 


K 
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Observe the enormous distinction. All 
that the joint committee can do in Eng- 
land is to provide for their own user, for 
the purposes of the administration of 
justice, whereas it is suggested by the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary that in Ireland there is a joint 
vesting and a joint control for all pur- 
poses. I deny that, and when he gets 
up with such disdain to attack the right 
honourable Barcnet upon his ignorance 
of the law he must be taken to know 
the law of England, and if he did he 
deliberately misled the Committee. I 
say that when he got up and twitted the 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Derbyshire and the right honourable 
Gentleman upon their ignorance of 
the Irish and English law, and when, 
with a great show of learning, he said 
that in England the control was vested 
in a joint committee, he had not the 
slizhtest foundation for that statement, 
not a shadow, not a tittle of foundation. 
The only thing the joint committee can 
do is this: the buildings being vested 
absolutely in the county council the 
joint committee can provide for the 
user of them for the purpose of the 
administration of justice. Yet the right 
honourable Gentleman thinks it becomes 
one in his position when he has taken 
up the position he has. He told the 
honourable Member for Wiltshire that 
when he came to the end of this Bill he 
knew his business better than anybody 
else. He has a great mastery over the 
Bill, but the greater the mastery the 
greater the necessity for accuracy, espe- 
cially in this case, and it is, therefore, 
that I say it is untrue to state that in 
England—[“ Order, order!”] I do say 
so—I say it is untrue to state that in 
England there is a joint vesting with a 
joint committee. I challenge contradic- 
tion upon the point. All the joint com- 
mittee can do is to provide for the user 
of the county property, and in Lancaster 
there is no joint committee of quarter 
sessions, but only of the county borough 
and the county council, and upon this 
we are to be treated differently from the 


English Act. 


Dr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): I think 
this Debate has gone on long enough, 
and if the honourable Member for Down 
goes to a Division upon it I shall vote 

Mr. 


T. Healy. 
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with him ; but I think it is a very small 
matter indeed whether these buildings 
are in the hands of the county council 
or in the hands of the sheriff. With 
regard to the observations made about 
concerts and so forth, I think it would 
be better not to allow them to be used 
for concerts at all. I do not think it 
adds to the dignity of the buildings to 
use them for such purposes. With regard 
to political meetings, it takes a long time 
to find out what a political meeting is, 
Suppose a meeting were called to discuss 
the financial relations with England, 
would that be a political meeting or not! 
Under the circumstances it seems to me 
that, as we have to finish this Bill in a 
very short time, we are wasting a great 
deal of valuable time upon a very trifling 
and unimportant matter. I should be 
glad if the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary could see his way to 
agree with this Amendment, because if the 
county councils are not to be trusted 
in this small and unimportant matter, 
then I fail to see how you are going to 
trust them at all. At the same time, I 
am totally unable to understand the im- 
portance which this matter has for 
Gentlemen opposite. I should like tou 
see a clause introduced by which these 
buildings should be left in the hands of 
the county councils to keep them up and 
use them for their meetings, and at the 
same time they should be used for no 
other kind of meeting whatsoever. One 
of the last things the people of London 
would desire to see would be concerts 
held at Spring Gardens, or at the Old 
Bailey, where justice is administered. I 
think we ought to use these buildings in 
Ireland for the administration of the 
law, and make the county councils the 
custodians of them. If we are to go to 
a Division, I would suggest that we 
ought to go to a Division at once, because 
there are yet a great many weighty 
and important Measures to deal with. 


Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.): 
The honourable Gentleman who has just 
sat down considers this matter of very 
little importance. I consider it is 4 
matter of the greatest importance, be- 
cause there is underlying it the principle 
for which we are fighting—namely, that 
those who pay for the public buildings 1n 
Ireland shall have the control and the 
use of them for any purposes when they 
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are not required for the purposes of the 
administration of justice. The honour- 
able Gentleman said in his opinion it 
would be undignified to see the court- 
houses in Ireland used for the purposes 
of concerts or public meetings. 
I say in many towns in Ireland it is im- 
possible to get a concert hall at all 
except you go to the court-house, and | 
say the people who engage to pay for 
the keep of the court, who build the 
court, and pay for its maintenance, 
should have the control of it, and should 
be entitled: to use it for any purposes 
that they think fit—either concerts or 
bazaars, and public meetings, political or 
otherwise. So far as I can understand, 
the proposal the Chief Secretary makes 
is this: that the same principle which 
already prevails in Ireland shall continue 
—namely, that a person called the High 
Sheriff—any responsible person, a man 
who may not pay a shilling of the rates—- 
will have complete control of buildings 
in Irelend, erected at the expense of the 
ratepayers of the country. It very fre- 
quently happens that a man is made a 
High Sheriff in Ireland for a county for 
which he has never stood. I recollect a 
case where it was proposed to elect in 
Leitrim a man unknown in the county, 
and it was only when I drew attention 
to the fact that he was not known that 
his election was dropped. What is the 
High Sheriff of Ireland? A man who is 
elected by the grand jury. [Cries of 
“No, no!”] He is, I say so again—he is a 
man who is nominated by the grand jury, 
and a man who is so nominated is in- 
variably elected. [‘‘No, no!”] It is so. 
I speak with a knowledge of what takes 
place in Ireland. I am a member of the 
Grand Jury of Sligo, and have been for 
the last 25 years, and I say the sheriff 
is selected invariably by the grand jury. 
|"No, no!”] Yes, they are; and the 
sheriff selects the grand jurors. The thing 
goes the round like that. The honour- 
able and gallant Gentleman opposite 
laughs at my statement. He himself is, 
as I understand, a foreman of a grand 
jury, and I do not believe there could be 
a better foreman of a grand jury than 
the honourable and gallant Member; 
but, Mr. Lowther, I ask him, with all his 
knowledge of the working of the grand 
juries in Ireland, is it not a fact that the 
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nomination for the position of High 
Sheriff is in the grand jury, and 
the nomination of the grand jury is 
invariably acted upon by the Lord 
Lieutenant? 


Cotonsen SAUNDERSON: The grand 
jury never select anybody. 


Mr. P. A. M'HUGH: I am absolutely 
astonished that the honourable and gallant 
Gentleman should stand up in his place 
and make such a statement as that—a 
statement which, in my judgment, is cal- 
culated to lead us to the belief that he 
does not know what is the procedure of 
the grand jury in the election of the High 
Sheriff of Ireland. The grand jury select 
three names. [Cries of “No, no!”] They 
do. They send up three names to the 
Judge of Assize. [“No,no!”] Yes, they 
do, and the first man, the first name upon 
the list, is invariably selected as High 
Sheriff. [“No, no!”] That is the pro- 
cedure, Mr. Lowther, and that man may 
have no interest in the county. He may 
be a man who is unable to get a carriage 
and pair to take the judge from the rail- 
way station to the place at which he is 
going to lodge during the asaizes, and 
we have had instances in Leitrim where 
the men nominated by the grand jury 
were of such standing that they could 
not pay for the carriage and pair, and 
they had to be allowed to decline to act. 
But, apart altogether from that, there is 
underlying al] the great principle of this 
Amendment, and I say the people who 
build these court-houses, and maintain 
them at their own expense, have a right 
to predominate, so far as regards the 
management of those buildings. Let me 
take a concrete case—the court-house in 
the town and city of Sligo. The proposal 
of the Chief Secretary is that the con- 
trol of the building should vest in the 
High Sheriff. Who is the High Sheriff? 
Is he responsible for this court-house ; is 
he responsible to the people? Does he 
pay rates? What right has he to have 
the control of a building which cost 
the town and county of Sligo £17,000? 
I say it is absurd. It is worse than 
absurd. It is an insult to the people of 
the county and town of Sligo, for this 
reason: that, although we pay 90 per 
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cent. of the rates——[Uproar.| I must 
say, Mr. Lowther, that this disorderly 
interruption is not calculated to hasten 
these proceedings or this discussion. So far 
as I am concerned, I am speaking for my 
constituents in Ireland, and I am _ not 
going to be put down by clamour and 
disorderly interruptions of this character. 
I say it is a monstrous proceeding, and 
I shall stop until this interruption 
ceases. It is a monstrous thing for 
the Chief Secretary of Ireland, who went 
over to kill Home Rule with kindness, to 
bring forward this Measure, and to tell 
ug that the town-hall, built by the 
town and county of Sligo, at an ex- 
pense of £17,000, is not to be under the 
control of the people of Sligo, who pay 
90 per cent. of the rates, but is to be 


put under the control of a man who is | 


not in any way responsible to the rate 
payers. So far as I personally am con- 
cerned, I will decline to believe that the 
right honourable Gentleman opposite 
will attempt to persevere with it. 


Smr R. PENROSE FITZGERALD: It 
is as well that this House should not 


be led away by any erroneous idea as to | 
the appointment of sheriffs. I have for | 


many years been a member of a grand 
jury. I have never been made sheriff, 
and I have never had my opinion asked 
about the pricking for the name of the 
High Sheriff, and for the last 36 years I 
do not think the question of the appoint- 
ment has ever been put before the grand 


Jury: 
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Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : 
Would somebody throw a little light upon 
this very great mystery? How is the 
High Sheriff elected? We are all in a 
fog upon this matter. Is there anyone 
who can enlighten us? 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Let me say exactly 
how the case stands. The sheriff having 
been appointed—-— 


*Mr. DILLON: By whom? 


*Sir J. COLOMB: In succession to the 
previous sheriff. , 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: By whon, Sir, by 
whom? 


*Sir J. COLOMB: The process is this: 
the court of assize has three names sub- 
mitted to them by the outgoing sheriff. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: By whom, please? 
Mr. P. A. M'HUGH: By the grand 


jury 


*Smr J. COLOMB: No, no! On the per- 
sonal responsibility of the outgoing High 
Sheriff the judge can take anv name he 
chooses, or he can tell the High Sheriff 
to take the list away, and give him some 
fresh ones. The names go out, and upon 
those names the Lord Lieutenant says 
who the sheriff is to be. 


The Committee divided on Mr. Cuancy’s 
Amendment to Mr. Geratp Batrovur’s 
Amendment :—Ayes 102; Noes 175. 
-—(Division List No. 113.) 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.} 
Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Allison, Robert Andrew | 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) | 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) | 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Owen 

Collery, Bernard 

Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

‘Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh. 


Daly, James 
Dillon, John 


Ellis, T. E. 





Crean, Eugene 
Crilly, Daniel 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 
Duckworth, James 
(Merionethshire) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale: | 
Hazell, Walter 


Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride. Denis 
| Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
| Lough, Thomas 
Macaleese, Daniel 
McDonnell, Dr. M. A. (Qn.’sCo.) 
| MacNeill, John G. Swift 
McCartan, Michael 
McDermott, Patrick 
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McEwan, William 

M‘Ghee, are | 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, S.) 
M‘ ae, Patrick A. (Leitrim) | 
Maden, John Henry 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus H. E, 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry. RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt.Hn. Sir M.H.(Brist’]) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Bethell, Commander 
Bigwood, James 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount | 
Cochrane, Hon. T. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry | 
Cohea, Benjamin Louis | 


H. A. &. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cox, Robert 
Cross, Herb. S. (Bolton) | 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) | 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dorington. Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 

| Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Roche, John (Galway, E.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shee, James John 

Sheehy, David 
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Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. VY. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 





Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander | 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) | 
Hill, Sir Edward 8S. (Bristol) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kenrick, William 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. 
Kimber, Henry 
Lafone, Alfred 
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Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Tully, Jasper 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Clancy and Sir Thomas 
Esmonde. 


Lawrence, Sir E. 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Legh, Hon. T. W. (Lancs.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas-Shadwell,* William 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 
McCalmont,Mj-Gn.(Ant’m,N.) 
McKillop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 
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Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
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Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 

Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Phillpotts, Capt. Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T 
Robinson, Brooke 

Russell, Gen. F. S. (Chelt’m.) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. James 
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Savory, Sir Joseph Tomlinson, W 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 


Original Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. CLANCY: I wish to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman the Attorney 
General whether he has considered the 


position of Dublin. I have referred him | 


to the statutes by which Dublin was 
granted certain rights. I trust the right 
honourable Gentleman will accept the 
Amendment I have put down upon this 
point. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: We shall be pre- 
pared to consider that later. The 
provision in this clause leaves the city 
of Dublin as at present. 


Mr. CLANCY: 


Government to draft a clause. 


Clause 46, as amended, added to the 
Bill. 


Clause 47 added to the Bill. 


Cuause 48. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 





“That clause 48 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I wish to enter my 
protest against the breach of faith by 
the Government in not keeping the pro- 
mise made to us by the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Leeds when 
the Irish Education Act of 1892 was 
heing passed. A distinct pledge was 
given by the right honourable Gentle- 
man a few days before the Government 
went out of office that if the Irish Mem- 
bers allowed the Act of 1892 to pass the 
Government would provide for the case of 
the Christian Brothers. That pledge has 
never been carried out. The Government 
promised at the time that they would 
give facilities to the Christian Brothers 
and give them agrant. Now, that pledge 


{COMMONS } 


. E. Murray 
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Waring, Col. Thomas 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
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Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wodehouse, E. 


I will leave it to the | 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr, Anstruther. 


R. (Bath) 


having been broken, the Government pro- 
pose to make the rate apply as in this 
section. I do not intend to do more 
than make a protest against this un- 
dcubted breach of understanding on the 
part of the right honourable Gentleman. 
It may be that the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Leeds himself 
was not sufficiently long in office to have 
| enabled him to carry out his pledge, but 
| he was followed on two occasions by sub- 
| sequent Chief Secretaries, and, whether 
they were Liberals or Conservatives, I 
| protest against the failure to carry out 
this pledge. Now, I venture to say that, 
| although compulsory education is sup- 
| posed to exist in Treland, there are not 


| sufficient schools for the children to go 
| to, except the Christian Brothers schools, 
| and the result is that you will have no 
| schools for the children to go to. There 
is no compulsion on the Christian 
Brothers to take these children into their 
| schools, and the Government promised, if 
we would allow the Education Bill of 
1892 to go through, that they would 
make provision for the Christian Brothers. 
They have not done that. The Govern- 
ment are now curing one mistake or slip 
| in the Act, but they are doing nothing 
whatever towards carrying out the pledge 
of the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for Leeds. Though I do not 
propose to divide the Committee on this 
clanse, I will not allow it to pass without 
protest. When some honourable Gentle- 
men opposite demand that nobody should 
be allowed to vote unless he can read or 
write, you must remember that we have 
| pressed again and again upon you 
the necessity of making adequate pro- 
vision for teaching in our country, and 
that you, against the pledges of your 
own Ministers, have refused to do so. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
not certain that this discussion is 
altogether relevant to the Bill, but 
I cannot accept the accuracy of the 
statement made by the honourable and 
learned Member as to the pledges that 
were given either in the time of my pre- 
decessor or since, It will be remembered 
that two years ago I made the offer of 
legislation, which would have enabled the 
Christian Brothers to get assistance from 
the State, while allowing them to carry 
on their own system of education in their 
own way, but that offer was not accepted 
by honourable Members opposite. 


*Mr. DILLON: The right honourable 
Gentleman says that this discussion is 
not relevant to the Bill. Then why does 
he introduce into the Bill this most con- 
tentious subject? He will probably re 
member that it was attempted to be in- 
troduced into the House in two or three 
Sessions, and was abandoned on the 
opposition of the Irish Members. The 
right honourable Gentleman says that his 
proposal two years ago was not accepted 
by this side. Sir, that proposal was con- 
demned by the unanimous resolution of 
the Irish Roman Catholic bishops as 
entirely unworthy of acceptance. Ithink 
it was hardly candid for the right honour- 
able Gentleman to state that his proposal 
was not accepted by honourable Members 
on this side, when the fact is that it was 
dropped by him after it had been unani- 
mously condemned by the Roman 
Catholic bishops. The truth is the pro- 
posal was preposterous. The amount of 
assistance offered was ludicrously inade- 
quate, and they would have been worse 
off than they were before, because the 
result would have conveyed to the people 
a false impression that they were receiv- 
ing a large amount of assistance from the 
Government. At all events, I desire to 
join in the protest of the honourable and 
learned Member for North Louth. This 
is an extremely contentious subject, and 
were it not for the lateness of the hour 
and the position in which this Bill is I 
think the discussion of this sub-section 
‘vould be continued for a very long time 
indeed. However, possibly our best 


course is to content ourselves for the 
present with a strong protest against the 


{20 May 1898} 


(Treland) Bill. 230 


Government introducing the subject into 
the Bill, and to state that we shall take 
an early opportunity of raising this 
question, 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I venture to hope 
that the Chief Secretary will not consider 
that he has done all that it is necessary 
for him to do, as head of the Irish Ad- 
ministration, when he made that offer 
two years ago of 10s. a head to the Irish 
Voluntary schools. He must not forget 
that since that offer was made legislation 
has been enacted for England which has 
raised the grant to English Voluntary 
schools to a figure very much beyond 
what he proposes now for Ireland. 1 
admit that the two things are not abso- 
lutely identical ; but still, having regard 
to the difficulties of the two countries, 
there is a grave similarity between the 
case of the Voluntary schools in England, 
which have got four-fifths of their funds 
now supported by the State, and the 
Voluntary schools in Ireland, which get 
nothing at all from the State. It shows 
how different influences control a Con- 
servative Government in dealing with 
English affairs and Irish affairs. 


Tae CHAIRMAN or WAYS aynp 
MEANS: I do not think the honourable 
Member’s observations are relevant to 
this clause. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: Of course, this 
matter is only relevant in this way: this 
clause introduces something into Irish 
education that has never been before. 
[‘No, no!”] Taking into consideration 
the Act of 1892, that is the effect of the 
clause. Compulsory education was only 
introduced into the towns of Ireland after 
we had received an explicit promise from 
the right honourable Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Leeds, who was then Chief Secre- 
tary, that he would take steps to ensure 
that the Christian Brothers should get 
efficient financial assistance. The scheme 
was outlined between the right honour- 
able Gentleman and Mr. Sexton, and 
there has never been any conflict as be- 
tween him and Mr. Sexton as to it, as I 
urderstand the Bill was allowed to go 
through on that understanding. But the 
fact remains that the Act, which this 
clause applies to the whole of Ireland, 
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country as well as towns, was only allowed 
to go through in the case of the towns on 


a promise which has not been kept. 
There was an offer of 10s. a head. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Sir, I must 
ask your ruling as to whether the honour- 
able Member is in order in discussing this 


Local Government 


point, especially in going into these 
details. 
Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS and 


MEANS: I have already informed the 
honourable Member that I thought he 
was going beyond the clause. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: 
Sir, to transgress your ruling, and I will 
confine myself entirely to the situation 
in a case which might arise under this 
clause in one of the rural parts of Ireland 


I have no wish, 


—I do not say that there are many cases 
-—where the Christian Brothers have now 
their schools. The effect of this clause 
will be in most rural places to apply com- 
pulsion. The effect will be in those 
rural places to compel a new school to be 
started, or else to compel the Christian 
Brothers to take in every child who pre- 
sents himself. It will, therefore, increase 


the expenses and obligations of the 
society. They have taken upon them- 


selves voluntarily a heavy burden, and 
the State will increase that burden by 
this clause. The Chief Secretary makes 
no reasonable proposal as to the State 
bearing any similar part of the cost to 
that which it bears in similar cases in 
England. I therefore think we have great 
ground to protest against the way in 
which neither Party in the State has 
thought it their duty to carry into effect 
the arrangement made when that Act 
was passed into law. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause 48 added to the Bill. 


Cuavss 49. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 27, line 32, after ‘ entitled,’ insert— 

“To vote at the election of commissioners 
under the Lighting of Towns (Ireland) Act. 
1828, or the Towns Improvement (Ireland) 
Act, 1854, or under any local Act or.”—(Mr. 
M. Healy.) 


Mr. Kn or. 
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Mr. M. HEALY: In moving the 
Amendment which stands in my 


name, I do not think the right honour- 
able Gentleman can have intended the 
clause to stand as it is at present, because 
it would affect the franchise for all 
purposes in every town in Ireland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
honourable and learned Member must 
not imagine that this affects the fran- 
chise at all so far as the poor rate and 
so far as the sanitary matters are con- 
cerned. 


Mr. M. HEALY: The Towns 
Improvement Act of 1888 is one of 
the Acts capable of being adopted under 
this clause, and, as I umderstand, the 
people to decide whether that Act shail 
be adopted are to be the Parliamentary 
electors, but when they have adopted 
it, the people will be the town commis- 
sioners. It does seem to me that the 
people who are to decide whether the 
Act is to be adopted should be Parlia- 
mentary electors. At present you have 
the same franchise to decide whether the 
Act shall be adopted which will destroy 
the franchise. I challenge the right 
honourable Gentleman to explain the 
difference between the two franchises. 
Now, what I point out to the right 
honourable Gentleman is that he has 
altered the law already in the towns. 
When we were dealing with an earlier 
clause in this Bill, namely, clause 39, 
that clause only dealt with urban dis- 
trict councils. It was a clause changing 
the incidence of the rates, and providing 
that, whereas at present the rates under 
£4 are paid by the landlords, they shall 
in future be paid by the occupier. In 
that clause the right honourable Gentle- 
man deliberately altered the law, and 
the clause will in future apply to these 
towns having town commissioners, 
although they are not sanitary authori- 
ties. Now, as I understand it, he has 
altered the franchise, and he has altered 
incidence of the rates within urban areas, 
because he conceives that that ought to 
follow from the extension of the fran- 
chise. But he does not apparently think 
it at all necessary that a change in the 
franchise should follow from the altera- 
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the right honourable Gentleman, first 
of all, whether that is his intention ; and, 
secondly, if he did not intend to make 
any change in the franchise in these 
towns, why did he make any change in 
the incidence of the rates? 


Mr. TULLY: I think we are entitled 
to some better explanation of this clause. 
I think the right honourable Gentleman 
should explain more clearly what is 
intended by the clause. At present, 
under the Towns Improvement Act, 
people rated under £4 have a vote, and 
a number of people who live within five 
miles of the town and have a certain 
valuation in the town, have also a vote. 
That has operated very oppressively, 
because it enables people who have no 
connection with the towns to put them- 
selves forward as candidates. In the 
previous clause the right honourable 
Gentleman made it imperative that the 
person elected for a town should be 
resident in the town. I would like to 
know whether by this clause the right 
honourable Gentleman intends that 
people who live five miles away from the 
town, who are entitled under the Towns 
Improvement Act, 1854, to vote and be 
elected, will be eligible for election as 
town commissioners under this clause. 
Then I would like to know whether he 
intends that these town commissioners 
who are elected on a £4 franchise should 
still be so elected. Why should the 
people who are rated under £4 be 
deprived of votes? Why is the franchise 
to be limited to people rated at £47 I 
think the right honourable Gentleman 
ought to make it clear to the House 
whether the franchise, as it will be con- 
ferred by this clause, will be limited to 
people rated at £4, or whether it will 
be given to every Parliamentary elector. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The town 
commissioners of these towns are really 
outside this Bill altogether. There is 
no change of the franchise made by the 
Bill. But I admit that in this clause 
there ought to be inserted the words, and 
I will move an Amendment presently 
to insert the words after the word 
“Petition” in the second line, “For a 
provisional order or.” 
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Mr. TULLY : In the case of a borough 


that has town commissioners and wishes 
to become a rural district authority, will 
the rural district authority have the 
powers that the town commissioners 
have of lighting and paving! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No; but 
as regards sanitary powers, those sani- 
tary powers are not exercised by the 
town commissioners. We are practically 
dealing in this case with the power of 
the Local Government electors to secure 
the adoption of Acts of that description. 


Mr. TULLY: There are a great many 
tewns that might not wish to be urban 
sanitary authorities that might like to 
have their powers merged in the rural 
district councils. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: [I have an 
Amendment down on the Paper already 
that will meet that case. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Let the House 
imagine what the position is going to 
be. In all towns in Ireland, as I 
understand it, which do not become 
urban sanitary authorities, the proposed 
extension of the franchise wil] not 
apply. This is the Bill which we were 
tcld was going to give to Ireland 3ub- 
stantially the same measure of liberty 
which is given in England and Scotland. 
In England you have parish councils, the 
members of which are elected on the 
Parliamentary franchise ; but in Ireland, 
while refusing those parish councils alto- 
gether, you absolutely refuse to give 
the franchise to all towns that do not 
adopt the Act. We consider that that 
is falsifying the pledge given by the 
First Lord of the Treasury, that substan- 
tially the same liberty would be given 
to Ireland as is enjoyed by England and 
Scotland. Let the House remember 
this: that the House of Commons in 
1895 unanimously passed the Bill which 
I introduced, extending the franchise for 
all purposes and for all Irish towns, and 
it was only because the House of Lords 
rejected it—on the pleaofwant of time, 
forsooth—that that is not now the law 
of the land. The argument of the right 
honourable Gentleman is founded upon— 
what! He says we do not touch these 
towns by this Bill. But does it touch 
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the townships of Dublin; does it touch 
the Corporation of Dublin ; does it touch 
the corporation of any of these places, 
which, nevertheless, are places where the 
franchise will be extended under this 
Bill? And, moreover, although over the 
extended area you have granted an 
extended franchise, yet in these towrs 
which do not become urban sanitary 
authorities you leave the £4 franchise. 
Now where is the logic of that? And, 
furthermore, as I understand it, to make 
the matter more iniquitous, the body 
which may adopt this Towns Commis- 
sioners Act may be the Parliamentary 
electors themselves; but once the Par- 
liamentary electors have performed 
the function of adopting the Act and 
creating the town commissioners, the 
town commissioners alone are to have 
the power. Where is the sense of it? 
And these littie bodies are not to have 
the benefit of the preparation of the 
Parliamentary Register. They must go 
to the expense, forsooth, in addition to 
preparing the Parliamentary Register 
and the Local Government Register, of 
preparing a Ballyhooley Register—a 
register for these little towns themselves. 
On a £4 suffrage there must be a 
special register. And again, as to peers 
and women. Peers, I suppose, are ex- 
cluded, but women are certainly excluded 
under the Act of 1854. Now where are 
all the champions of women’s rights— 
where is the Member for Liskeard, who 
once went to the length of moving a 
suspension of the Twelve o'clock Rule in 
order to contend for the rights of women 
and peers? Women and peers are to 
have the right to come in, all the peers 
in the country can flock into these 
towns, and all the women on the Local 
Government Register can come in and 
force this register on the towns, 
after that their rights disappear, and it 
is only the sacred persons who enjoy that 
franchise who can become town coun- 
cillors of Ballyhooley. Anything more 
absurd cannot be conceived. I say if 
the Bill is to be left with this section in 
it, it entirely falsifies the pledges given 
by the right honourable Gentleman a3 
to equality between England and [Ire- 
land. What makes the matter worse is 
this: the right honourable Gentleman, 
while refusing these people the fran- 
chise, has changed the incidence of the 
rates. Why is the system of rating to be 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


bit 
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wholly changed? Why is the payment in 
respect of rates to be made different by 
this Bill? I say this Bill does affect 
them, because it alters the incidence of 
the rates in their locality, and while it 
affects them injuriously for rating pur- 
poses, it affects them for other purposes 
too. As this is, after all, not a very 
large matter, I should hope the Govern. 
ment will be better advised even at the 
eleventh hour, and that they will accept 
the Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As 
the honourable and learned Member 
says, this is not, after all, a 


very large matter, and although I stil! 
think my view of the effect of the clause 
is right, I do not object to the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment agreed to. 
A further Amendment made. 


Clause 49 as amended agreed to. 


Cuavuse 50. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 28, line 8, at end, insert— 


“Provided that where it shall appear to 
the satisfaction of the Lord Lieutenant that 
the guardians of a union wholly or partly 
within a county have allocated and fully 
equipped a department of their workhouse for 
the reception of chronic lunatics, certified as 
aforesaid by the medical officer of the work- 
house, and that such department of the work- 
house is suitable for the purpose, the Lord 
Lieutenant may direct that such department 
of the workhouse shall be utilised as an 
auxiliary lunatic asylum within the meaning 
of this section.”"—(Sir J. Haslett.) 


Sir J. HASLETT (Belfast, N.): The 
Amendment which stands in my name 
I may explain in a word or two. Already 
some of the workhouses have provided 
ample accommodation for carrying out 
the Act relating to chronic lunatics. In 
delfast the guardians have expended a 
sum of something like £14,000 in build- 
ing a completely separate wing with 4 
separate entrance. I think the section, 
although it is very excellent in its way, 
does not go sufficiently far. It would 
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necessitate the council taking possession 
of this wing and administering it, 
whereas my Amendment would enable 
the guardians to retain possession of it 
and to carry it on, receiving the capita- 
tion grant provided by this Act. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
question is whether part of a 
workhouse should be taken away from 
the control of the guardians and handed 
over to the control of the committee of 
the county council entrusted with the 
management of lunatic asylums. I think 
it is very doubtful indeed whether the 
Local Government Board ought to give 
their consent to that. I observe that 
the Amendment proposes to place the 
power of deciding whether it should be 
done in the hands of the Lord Lieutenant. 
I think it is clear that the Local Govern- 
ment Board is the proper Department 
to exercise that power. I am afraid I 
cannot accept the Amendment. 


Sir J. HASLETT: All I want to ensure 
is that the city of Belfast shall not be 
obliged to spend another £14,000 in pro- 
viding another building for exactly the 
purposes already satisfactorily fulfilled 
by the present asylum. Every Report 
sent in by the inspectors to the Govern- 
ment will show that that asylum will com- 
pare favourably with any asyluky in the 
north of Ireland; the imbeciles are 
better treated there than in any other 
asylum, and I earnestly ask the Chief 
Secretary whether he is going to place 
on the citizens of Belfast the necessity 
of spending another £14,000 while there 
is abundant room already for carrying 
on the work that is required. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
guardians are carrying on this work 
in a satisfactory manner, there is 
nothing in the clause which will pre- 
vent things going on as heretofore. 


If the 


Sir J. HASLETT: That is exactly 
what I want to make certain about. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): Would it 
not meet the case pointed out by the 
honourable Gentleman if, in line 51, 
after the word “workhouse” were 
inserted the words “or portion of a work- 
house” ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
prepared to accept that, but if it is put 
down I will consider it before the Report 
stage. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: I do not 
think the Chief Secretary has exactly met 
the difficulty pointed out by the honour- 
able Member for North Belfast. The fact 
is that in the case of one of these work- 
houses—namely, at Belfast—a distinct 
portion of the existing workhouse has 
been earmarked for pauper lunatics, and 
an expenditure of £14,000 has been 
incurred by the ratepayers of Belfast for 
the purpose of fully equipping a portion 
of the workhouse for these harmless 
pauper lunatics. It has been most 
favourably reported on by the inspectors, 
and it in every respect fulfils the require- 
ments of the case. But the difficulty :s 
this—and I do not think the right 
honourable Gentleman has met it—that, 
notwithstanding this provision, in Belfast 
power is given to the new county council 
to entirely ignore that provision, and, 
notwithstanding the existence of it, to 
establish at the expense of the rate- 
payers all over again an independent new 
building for the purpose of maintaining 
these new lunatics. Now, I venture to 
suggest (and I think there can be no 
conflict on this question) that in the 
interests of the ratepayers themselves, 
who have put their hands into their 
pockets to the tune of £14,000, there 
ought to be some provision that where 
accommodation is already provided 
which has fulfilled every want up to 
the present day, that accommodation 
should be maintained in the future. 
It is not maintained if this clause 
is passed in its present form, because it 
gives power to the new county councils, 
wholly independent of any action of the 
board of guardians, to ignore the exist- 
ing accommodation altogether. The 
only object of the Amendment of my 
honourable Friend, as I understand it, is 
to prevent this expenditure being made 
over again for the same purpose, and I 
submit there ought to be some provision 
of that kind. The right honourable 
Gentleman, I think, has not met the 
difficulty by saying that you can go on 
as heretofore, because under the clause 
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at present the county council of Belfast 
may ignore the existing provision if they 
like, and erect a new asylum for them- 
selves at the expense of the ratepayers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I 
consider the matter between this and the 
Report stage. 


Local Government 


will 


Sm J. HASLETT: The Amendment I 
shall put down on the Report stage will 
be that the control and management may 
still. be left with the guardians so long as 
thesa imbeciles are retained there, and 
that the capitation grant shall be given 
to the guardians. 


Amendment negatived. 


Question proposed— 


“That clause 51 stand part of the Bill.” 





Amendment proposed 


“Page 28, line 12, leave out ‘two’ and 


insert ‘four.’”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
*Mr. DILLON: 
some additional expense may be thrown 
on the ratepayers by this clause as it 
I confess I am not 


I would suggest that 


stands at present. 
very clear about it, but I think we should 
have a statement from the Government 
as to the exact effect of the clause. At 
present, as I understand by the Act of 
1875, it is possible to transfer a harm- 
less lunatic from the district asylum to 
a workhouse, and those lunatics have to 
be kept on the books of the lunatic 
asylum. I do not know what amount of 
grant they draw when transferred to the 
workhouse, whether it is the whole capi- 
tation grant of 4s.a head. A great body 
of the lunatics in workhouses at present 
have not been transferred, and I 
suppose no capitation grant is drawn. 
Now, I assume, or at least I hope, that 
one of the objects of this clause is to 
provide for the improved treatment of 
the 4,000 lunatics who are now in work- 
houses in Ireland. It appears to me, as 
far as I understand lunacy administra- 
tion, that the only proper thing to do 
is to put all lunatics in asylums. I do 
not think it is possible properly to treat 
lunatics in wards or portions of work- 
houses set aside for their treatment. The 
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law, as I understand, at present provides 
that you may keep in workhouses harm- 
less lunatics who are certified to be harm- 
less, and I presume that this clause pro- 
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‘vides for this same class of lunatics being 


transferred to what are described as 
auxiliary asylums. Now, I think that 
lunatics who are harmless lose their 
chance of proper treatment by being 
transferred from lunatic asylums into 
workhouses. The clause provides— 


“That the sum payable out of the Local 
Taxation (Ireland) Account in respect of the 
net charge for any iunatic therein may be 
paid when the net charge equals or exceeds 
three shillings and sixpence a week, but that 
sum shall not exceed two shillings a week.” 


That appears to contemplate that the fair 
average of the charge for a harmless 
lunatic may be taken at 2s. a week. | 
think that is preposterous. The average 
cost of maintaining a lunatic at present 
is nearly 9s. a week, and from all I can 
gather from the reports of the inspectors 
the charge will before long be increased 
to 10s. a week. I think it ought to be. 
I think probably 10s. is the very lowest 
on which you can treat these people with 
humanity. I want to know on what prin- 
ciple are we to set aside a large body of 
these lunatics, and because they are 
harmless they are to cost 3s. a week, 
while dangerous lunatics are to cost 9s. 
I say that that is a most drastic and 
monstrous provision. I cannot under- 
stand why a harmless lunatic should cost 
much less than an ordinary lunatic in 
the district asylums. I can quite under- 
stand why there should be a slight addi- 
tional charge, say perhaps 1s. a week, in 
a large asylum—conceivably 2s.—for 
the extra warders who are required to 
take charge of dangerous lunatics. Tere 
may be a slight increase in the propor- 
tion of warders necessary to look after 
these people, but I hold that the only 
rational and humane system would be 
that all lunatics should be dealt with by 
the same administration, and practically 
in the 
easily managed, and comparatively harm- 
less, to be looked after by their relatives 
at a reasonable sum. But for any lunatics 
who are in such a condition as to require 
constant and laborious attention I say 
that to provide 3s. 6d. per week as the 
normal cost of their maintenance is 4 


same asylums; those who are 
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perfect absurdity and an outrage on our 
lunacy administration. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
point out that the part of the clause to 
which the honourable Member objects 
fixes 2s. a week as the minimum. 


I may 


*Mr. DILLON: No; 2s. is the 
maximum. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


honourable Member is correct, but 
I would point out that the luna 
tics in Ireland for whom this grant 
of 2s. per head is to be given. are at pre- 
sent entirely supported out of the local 
rates This 
grant is only to be given after the com- 
mittee of the county council establishes 


throughout the kingdom. 


institutions of this kind, and therefore 
it will actually benefit the ratepayers 


generally. This grant will come 
out of the local taxation account ; 


that is to 
proceeds of local licences; and as those 
moneys are devoted to the benefit of the 
ratepayers in any case, it will be obvious 
that it is not so much a question of 
gain to the ratepayers, though it might 
possibly be a gain to a particular sec- 
tion of the ratepayers. Now, I will just 
mention to the House that I have had 
investigations made into this matter, and 
I find that out of some 4,000 lunatics in 
Irish workhouses between 
1,500 and 1,600 properly be 
treated in those institutions, while the 
remainder are lunatics who with great 
advantage might be transferred to the 
asylums which I hope will be constituted 
under this clause. I should hope that a 
number difficult to 
arrive at, but still not inconsiderable— 
of lunatics who are now in the asylums 
might be transferred to the auxiliary 
asylums, and that would also be a gain 
to the ratepayers. The clause, I think, 
will not do any harm to the ratepayers, 
and, on the other hand, it was not my 
idea that the ratepayers should derive 
any pecuniary gain from the new arrange- 
ment. 


say, out of the 


somewhere 


might 


certain number—a 





{20 May 1898} 





(Treland) Bil. 242 


Mr. M. HEALY: I put a question some 
weeks ago to the right honourable 
Gentleman as to whether he had made 
any inquiries which justified him in the 
supposition that lunatics in these pro- 
posed auxiliary asylums would not cost 
more than 3s. 6d. per week. He informed 
me then that he had based his opinion 
as regards that figure on a report of Mr. 
O’Brien and other experts in lunacy, 
made as far back as 1879. It would 
occur to me that it would be a prudent 
thing before fixing this figure if the 
right honourable Gentleman had taken 
counsel with the managers and super- 
intendents of lunatic asylums. I have 
recently been in communication with one 
of those gentlemen, and he tells me that 
the notion that a lunatic can be main- 
tained in auxiliary asylums at 4s. a week 
is absolutely absurd. His view is that a 
person can be so maintained at some- 
thing under the ordinary figure, but that 
4s. is absurd. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: All we sug- 
gest is that the subvention from the 
State should be 2s. 


Mr. M. HEALY: But the subvention 
was based on the supposition that the 
total cost of maintenance was 4s. If you 
go back to the report of Mr. O’Brien and 
others in 1879, you will find that at 
that date the Government subsidy in 
some cases—I think even in the majority 
of cases—considerably exceeded the 
amount levied under the county cess. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As a 
matter of fact the expense has gone down 
since that date. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I am aware that, if 
you compare the figures of 1879 with the 
present figures, that is so. The position 
at present is that, in addition to expense 
of maintenance, nearly all the counties 
of Ireland now have to contribute 
annually large sums to pay for the main- 
tenance of lunatics—I mean maintenance 
apart from lodgings as we may call it, 
and perhaps apart from the cost of super- 
intendence. The maintenance of a luna- 
tic in that sense is about 9s. 9}d., but 
that does not affect my argument. In 
1879, in nearly half the counties of 
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Ireland, the amount contributed by the 
State in the form of the 4s. grant 
exceeded the amount spent on the 


lunatics. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That 
cannot possibly be so, because the 


amount of the grant is regulated by the 
amount of the expenditure. 


Mr. M. HEALY: So far as my know- 
ledge of the matter goes this is the first 
time it has been proposed that the 
amount granted by the State should have 
anv relation to the amount expended, 
and, as a matter of fact, it was made 
a matter of complaint in 1880 that the 
amount contributed by the State was 
more than the amount expended upon 
the lunatics. Even when the present 
lunatic inspectors came into office in 
1880 they made it a matter of complaint, 
and I think in some lunatic asylums even 
in their day—that is tosay, in 1880—the 
amount contributed by the State was in 
excess of the amount actually spent. 
However, that is somewhat apart from 


the point on which I am now addressing | 


the House. I was only pointing out that 
the Report upon which the right honour- 
able Gentleman fixed his figure of 2s. 
a week is a very old Report, and for that 
purpose I think he would have done well 
before he fixed that figure to have con- 
sulted with the medical superintendents 
and managers with the object of ascer- 
taining what, in their opinion, would be 
the expense of maintaining these lunatics 
when they were transferred from the 
workhouses. If he will look to the ex- 
haustive Report made in 1880 by the 
present Commissioners of Lunacy, he will 
see those gentlemen enter into elaborate 
calculations, and that in no case did they 
calculate that the cost would be any less 
than the present cost in lunatic asylums. 
In fact, they rather throw discredit on 
the proposals to adapt workhouses for 
the purpose of lunatic asylums at all, on 
the ground that, in the long run, it would 
be cheaper to build a special building 
than to adapt an old workhouse for the 
purpose. I do not pretend to have 
mastered the Report of 1879, because 
it was a very long document, but my 
impression of it is this, that even the 
calculation of 2s. a week does not relate 
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to the cost of maintaining a lunatic ip 
a lunatic asylum. In the Report of 1879 
there were three categories of lunatiog 
dealt with; one the lunatics maintained 
in lunatic asylums, then the lunatics 
maintained in the auxiliary asylums, and 
then, thirdly, lunatics maintained in 
some inferior asylum, and it ig 
in relation to the third class that this 
figure is given. The right honourable 
Gentleman speaks of auxiliary asylums, 
but certainly the suggestion of 2s. a week 
had no relation to the cost of mainten- 
ance in an auxiliary asylum as it was 
recommended by that Report. Of course, 
the right honourable Gentleman was 
justified in saying that this grant will 
come out of the ratepayers’ money, and 
that we should not get any more money 
if they increased that 2s. a week; but 
it does occur to me that the suggestion 
of 2s. a week, which would be generally 
construed to mean a total expenditure of 
4s. a week, greatly minimises the cost 
which will have to be incurred when these 
lunatics are ultimately transferred. It 
is for that reason that I take such a 
strong view of this clause, because my 





view is that, if not 8s. a week, certainly 
not much less than 6s. is required. For 
that reason the grant which this clause 
| proposes will, in a few years’ time, mean 
ja large deficit for the Irish counties, and 
| they will not be getting even 4s. a week. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am far 
from dogmatising as to what the result 
would be, but I am rather inclined to 
think that the superintendents of asy- 
lums judge from the asylums of which 
they have had experience, and I cannot 
help thinking that it is necessary to bear 
that in mind in reading their reports. 
The honourable Gentleman complains of 
the amount of the grant, but I should 
remind him that the lunatics that he will 
find in lunatic asylums, and who will 
be transferred to the workhouses 
under this clause, are really luna 
tics who ought to be transferred. I am 
convinced that the effect of the clause 
must be a saving to the ratepayers. 


*Mr. DILLON: The right honourable 
Gentleman has entirely failed to answer 


my question, which has a very important 
bearing on the subject. He has stated 











— Fe 


ce i De 


ae =s =~ rT’ wewwwTnH ~~ |wuZ eM &] 








245 Local Government 


that with regard to the lunatics now in 
question there never was under the law 
in England, Scotland, or Ireland, any 
grant “from the Imperial Exchequer. 
That is not my impression, and I think 
the right honourable Gentleman is 
wrong. Section 9 of the Lunatic Asy- 
lums (Ireland) Act, 1875, is this— 


“The guardians of any poor law union in 
Ireland may, with the consent of the Local 
Government Board and the inspectors of 
lunatics, and subject to such regulations as 
they shall respectively prescribe, receive into 
the workhouse of such union any chronic 
lunatic, not being dangerous, who may have 
been received into a district lunatic asylum and 
selected by the resident medical superintendent 
thereof, and certified by him to be fit and 
proper so to be removed upon such terms as 
may be agreed upon between the said guardians 
and the board of governors of any such asylum ; 
and thereupon every such lunatic, so long as he 
shall remain in such workhouse, shall continue 
a patient on the books of the asylum for, and 
in respect of, all the provisions of an Act 
passed in the Session of Parliament held in the 
first and second years of the reign of his late 
Majesty King George the Fourth, intituled 
‘An Act to make more effectual provision for 
the establishment of asylums for the lunatic 
poor, and for the custody of insane persons 
charged with offences in Ireland,’ and the Acts 
amending the same, so far as they relate to 
lunatics and insane persons received into dis- 
trict lunatic asylums; and any expenses incurred 
by the board of governors in respect of such 
lunatic in such workhouse shall be deemed part 
of the expenses of such district lunatic asylum, 
and shall be paid by the governors out of the 
moneys applicable to the payment of such 
expenses.” 


The right honourable Gentleman said 
that there was no grant under the law of 
Ireland in respect of pauper lunatics. 
My impression is that a certain number 
—I do not know how many—are, prac- 
tically speaking, boarded out by the 
guardians on terms agreed upon by the 
governors of asylums, and are still kept 
on the books of the asylums, and draw a 
certain amount of the Government grant ; 
out whether they are allowed to continue 
to draw the whole of the Government 
grant or not is a point about which I 
am in some uncertainty, and the Govern- 
ment themselves appear to be in a simi- 
lar state of uncertainty. However, the 
right honourable Gentleman, in meeting 
my point, which is undoubtedly a very 
strong point, said he was not bound to 
make this provision for Irish ratepayers, 
because it was not the law in England or 
Scotland. I should like to read a report 
which appears in the 7imes of yesterday 
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of a meeting of the County Councils 
Association. I find this passage— 


“On the motion of Mr. E. J. Halsey, 
seconded by Mr. T. Parry, it was resolved, 
‘That it is desirable to again urge upon Her 
Majesty’s Government the pressing necessity 
for legislation in regard to the extension of the 
4s. grant in respect of pauper lunatics and 
idiots maintained in accordance with the 
scheme approved by the executive council at 
their meeting on November 24, 1897. 
I cannot be quite certain, but if I am 
not mistaken that means a demand from 
the County Councils Association of Eng- 
land, which is declared to be of pressing 
and urgent importance in the very direc- 
tion which I am now urging for the 
ratepayers of Ireland. My contention is 
greatly strengthened by the fact that in 
this Bill we are now discussing there are 
stringent and extreme powers given 10 
the Lord Lieutenant to insist on the local 
bodies making proper provision for 
pauper lunatics. If those powers te 
properly imposed, I contend that you put 
an immense additional charge on the 
ratepayers, because it is idle to talk to 
us of decently maintaining lunatics at 
3s. 6d. a week. I say that 8s. a head is 
the very lowest figure. The whole system 
of treatment ought to be, and must be, 
I contend, on a totally different principle 
to the treatment of the ordinary paupers 
in workhouses. Whether for good or for 
evil, a system has been devised in regard 
to ordinary inmates of workhouses which 
keeps their expenses of maintenance 
down to the very lowest point. I think 
in some places it varies from 2s. 6d. to 
3s. 6d. 

. FT. &. 
3s. 43d. 

*Mr. DILLON: It used to be lower. 
It may be true, and I believe it to be 
true after some little experience, that it 
is slightly more expensive to deal with 
dangerous lunatics than to deal with 
harmless lunatics, but the way you deal 
with harmless pauper lunatics at present 
is nothing short of a blot on humanity. 
These degraded creatures require careful 
nursing, and many of them, by careful 
nursing and scientific treatment, can be 
ina great measure cured, or, at any rate, 
their condition can be vastly improved. 
They require very careful treatment, and 
their condition can be greatly improved 
by care; but if they are treated as they 
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are at the present moment in the poor- 
houses of Ireland—or in many of them— 
as if they were able-bodied men, and 
capable of looking after themselves, their 
condition becomes very disgusting and 
scandalous. I do seriously impress on 
the right honourable Gentleman that in 
dealing with these 4,000 unfortunate 
creatures who are in the workhouses of 
Ireland, who ought not to be left there 
a day longer, any scheme for their better 
or more humane treatment based on the 
idea that they can be maintained on 
3s. 6d. a week is nothing short of a 
public scandal. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is no 
statement in the clause that 3s. 6d. is 
to be the limit. Of course, I anticipate 
that it will be more than that ; how much 
more I cannot say. 


*Mr. DILLON: Seven shillings. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am told 
that the figure for the lunatic poor is 
about 3s. 11d. 

*Mr. DILLON: The treatment of the 
lunatic poor is most scandalous in 
Treland. 

Sir J. HASLETT: The reports as to 
the condition of the lunatics maintained 
in the Belfast Workhouse show that 
everything possible to be done for the 
humane treatment of the unfortunate 
lunatics there is done. You cannot hope 
for any permanent improvement of these 
unhappy people. All you can do for 
them is to see that they get reasonably 
good food and careful treatment. In the 
Belfast Workhouse the lunatics get 
the same food which in ordinary asylums 
costs 6s. 6d. or 6s. 4d. a week. 


*Mr. DILLON: Does the honourable 
Gentleman mean to say that in the 
Belfast Workhouse the lunatics have the 
same food as in lunatic asylums would 
cost 6s. 4d.? 

Sir J. HASLETT: The conditions are 
different. The means even of giving 
these people food is different. In asylums 
you cannot even give them a knife or 
fork. I would earnestly put this question 
before the Government. We only want 
to do what is just and right for all 
parties, and I am not so sure that, unless 
we have a very considerable alteration in 
this Act, lunatics can be detained at Il 
in these asylums. With regard to the 
other side of the question—namely, the 
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lunatic who becomes to some extent 
harmless in an ordinary asylum, and :s 
then transferred to the workhouse—J 
think it is only done where there is a 
necessity for room, such as in the case 
of the Belfast Asylum, where they are 
overcrowded. In Belfast, unfortunately, 
our accommodation is not sufficient, and 
wherever a doctor can reasonably transfer 
a harmless lunatic to the workhouse it is 
done in order to provide room for others. 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL: I should 
like to mention one lunatic asylum near 
Dublin, which is one of the most 
important and the largest of all lunatic 
asylums in Ireland. The governors of 
that asylum have had this Bill before 
them since it was printed, and | 
am quite sure that they must have made 
some communication to the Chief Secre- 
tary as to this clause. The medical 
superintendent of that asylum, who is 
one of the most scientific and able 
medical men in Ireland, especially with 
reference to the treatment of lunatics, 
assures me that the expense of main- 
taining lunatics is increasing instead of 
diminishing, because, as _ civilisation 
advances, a better standard, both in 
lunatic asylums and also in workhouses, 
is expected, and, whether rightly cr 
wrongly, the governors of that asylum 
are strongly of opinion that this figure 
of 2s. a week—seeing that the cost cf 
food exceeds, as it always must exceed, 
3s. a week—is certainly inadequate. It 
will certainly be a great pity that a 
Measure of this sort should impose 4 
limit like this, when it ought above all 
things, as it appears to me, to keep in 
view these unhappy lunatics, who are an 
increasing body, I am afraid, in Ireland ; 
and, notwithstanding the arguments to 
the contrary, I do not think there is any 
hope of the number diminishing ; on the 
contrary, I am afraid it is increasing 
from day to day. I would urge on the 
Government to raise the amount to be 
paid for the support of pauper lunatics 
under this section. If the maintenance 
of lunatics in workhouses does not 
amount to the figure inserted in the 
clause, of cqurse, the grant will not 
be given to that extent, but if you 
keep the grant down to 2s. a week, it 
means that a week is all you can 
possibly allow under any circumstances 
for the maintenance of these wretched 
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lunatics in the auxiliary asylums. The 
regulation of these asylums has for years 
been a source of great trouble and anxiety 
to the authorities, no matter to what 
party they belong, in consequence of the 
overcrowding and the enormous expense 
of maintaining the institutions. We 
know that the frightful disease of beri- 
beri has broken out, and we all know 
that that is a kind of disease that is 
almost certain to spread. 


Mr. P. A. MTHUGH: The honourable 
Member for Belfast spoke about the 
manner in which the lunatics in the 
workhouse in Belfast were treated, and 
he said that nothing could be better than 
the treatment that was given to these 
harmless lunatics. Now, I hold in my 
hand the last Report of the Inspectors of 
Lunacy in Ireland. After saying that in 
Belfast only 112 pauper lunatics were 
kept in the workhouse, the inspectors 
say— 

‘As we have stated in our previous Reports, 
we cannot report favourably on the condition 
of the insane inmates transferred under this 
section. 

I accept the statement of the inspectors 
in preference to the statement made by 
the honourable Member who represents, 
I understand, one of the divisions of 
Belfast. The inspectors on page 36 of 
this Report say this, and I would ask the 
attention of the Chief Secretary to this 
statement. In the course of his obser- 
vations, in reply to the honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo, he said that the 
expense of keeping lunatics in workhouses 
would be very much less than the ex- 
pense of keeping them in _ properly 
equipped asylums.- The statement in 
this Report is as follows— 

“Our Reports on the lunatic wards of the 
workhouses visited by us will be found in 
appendix F. U nfortunately we have not 
hitherto been able to report favourably on the 
care bestowed on the inmates of these work- 
houses, some of whom almost need the care and 
treatment of a fully equipped asylum.” 
Now, do those inspectors know what they 
are talking about! If they do the Chief 
Secretary is grievously mistaken when 
he imagines that pauper lunatios can be 
kept on the wretched pittance of 3s. Gd. 
or even 5s. 6d. per week. The Act 38th 
and 39th Victoria, chapter 67, has been 
a total and absolute failure. I certainly 
think the Chief Secretary ought to se< 
his way in the interests of these wedded 1 


{20 May 1898} 


(Lreland) Bill. 250 


people to accede to the Amendment pro- 
posed by the honourable Member. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): My ex- 
perience is that you find in these unions 
a number of these poor people who ought 
to be transferred to lunatic asylums, and 
I think instead of transferring lunatics 
from lunatic asylums to the workhouse 
we ought rather to make provision for 
transferring a number of the present in- 
mates of workhouses to lunatic asylums. 
There can be no doubt that the present 
state of things is a blot on our poor- 
law administration. My own idea is that 
there is a number of these lunatics con- 
fined in the poor-law unions in Ireland 
who, if they are sent to lunatic asylums 
and properly attended to, would probably 
be cured. As to the idea that 3s. or 4s. 
a head will support these people, I think 
it is preposterous. To do justice to 
them little short of 7s. would suffice. 


Mr. CREAN, speaking as one who has 
had some experience in “the management 
of lunatic asylums, — that the limita- 
tion of the grant to 2s. a week per head 
was altogether preposterous. He had in- 
quired of doctors and inspectors as to the 
actual amount it cost to maintain these 
people in workhouses, and he found that 
in order to give them proper care and 
proper medical attendance it would cost 
practically the same as if they were kept 
in properly equipped lunatic asylums. It 
was a disgrace to any civilised country 
that’ these unfortunate people who were 
not able to take care of themselves should 
be housed in places where they could not 
be properly attended to. All that was 
asked from the Government was that 
the State should pay sufficient to keep 
these unhappy creatures under proper 
charge. These poor, harmless imbeciles 
could not be treated in such a manner 
as to lead to any improvement in. their 
condition if this limit of 2s. a week were 
maintained. 


*Mr. DILLON: There does not appear 
to me to be much chance of getting any- 
thing out of the Government, and there- 
fore I do not desire now to prolong the 
discussion, but I cannot help saying that 
I think it is deplorable that the Chief 
Secretary should take the stand he is 
taking. The right honourable Gentle- 
man spoke of this sum of 3s. 6d. as being 
a minimum. Now, I find here in the 
Report, to which I have already referred, 
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that at that time—that is in 1891—the} 
average cost of maintaining a pauper 
lunatic in poorhouses in Ireland was 
slightly over 4s., and while it was slightly 
over 4s.—and I suppose it thas been 
slightly over 4s. from that day to this— 
we have the testimony of all inspectors 
that the condition of these pauper luna- 
tics was a scandal and disgrace. In the 
face of those reports and the experience 
of these years the right honourable 
Gentleman deliberately proposes to limit 
the Government grant to 2s. a week, and 
sets up 6s. a week as the minimum, which 
is put on the face of the Bill as a reason- 
able minimum for the support of these 
lunatic poor. On the faith of the Report 
of these skilled experts appointed by 
the Government seven years ago the 
Chief Secretary deliberately ignores all 
that the Report says, and proposes to 
stereotype the present bad system. Sir, 
I think it is a most unfortunate proposal, 
and I would venture to suggest that it 
would be better to leave the whole ques-- 
tion of the administration of lunacy to 
‘be dealt with under another Act. I think 
the Irish lunacy system is one that in- 
volves an immense deal of inhumanity 
and suffering. However, all our protests 
seem to be unavailable ; it would be use- 
less, I suppose, to press the matter to a 
Division, and I have nothing to do but 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Local Government 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 50, as amended, added to the 
Bill. 


Clause 51 added to the Bill. 
Cravse 52. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: On this clause I 
wish to ask a question with respect to 
tae words in line 5 “judge of assize.” 
I have handed in a notice to insert after 
those words “under this Act.” You will 
find in the County Treasurer Act, which 
this Bill proposes to repeal, there is 
some provision by which if the grand 
jury officials decline to sign a present- 
ment the difficulty may be got over. If 
that is going to be repealed the words 
of this clause as they stand will not be 
sufficient. The words are— 


“Where the payment of a sum by any 
county or district council, or the treasurer of 
such council, or other officers of the council 
on behalf of the council, is erdered by a judge 

~of assize.” 
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That leaves it wholly at large, because it 
is not limited by the words that come 
subsequently — 
“Or is required either to comply with any 
enactment, or to meet either a judgment or 
decree of any competent court.” 
} presume that the judge of assize ig 
a competent court,” so that you ean 
only need the words “judge of assize” 
by reference to the malicious injury see. 
tion of the Bill. It appears to me that 
this is giving the widest power to the 
judge of assize, such as he never had 
before. It does not say that he is to act 
according to any iaw, but he is to be at 
large. 
Amendment proposed-— 
_ “Page 29, line 15, after the word ‘is’ to 
insert the words ‘legally ascertained by a 


judgment order on that behalf to be.’”—(Mr. 
T. M. Healy.) 


*Mr. ATKINSON: It would be neces. 
sary, if these words were inserted, to re- 
cast the clause altogether. I cannot 
accept the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 52, as amended, agreed to. 


Ciavse 53. 

Amendment proposed— 

Pits Page 29, line 24, after the word ‘ where,’ ta 
insert the words ‘after due process of law. ” 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 

*Mr. ATKINSON:: These words are 
really not required. A mandamus can 
only be issued after due process of law. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I want it to be 
understood that there is not to be a 
summary process. 

*Mr. ATKINSON: When one party 
epplies for a mandamus the other party 
will have whatever right the law gives 
him. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. DILLON inquired what the fune- 
tions of the office referred to in this 
clause were intended to be. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that in 
clause 9 and other clauses power was 
conferred on the Lord Lieutenant to 
make certain orders. It was necessary 
to provide some means to enforce those 
orders. 


*Mr. DILLON: Anything more revolu- 
tionary than this clause I have never 
seen. There appears to be no limit 
to the powers. Take this case. Suppose 
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a deadlock occurred, which is not at all | 
an extravagant proposition, between the 
lord lieutenant and the county council, 
upon the seale upon which they are to 
build; the lord lieutenant appoints an 
officer by virtue of this mandamus, who 
supersedes the county council, and takes 
all their powers, and he acts so long as 
the county council will not submit to 
the will of the lord lieutenant, and he 
can ride rough-shod over them. I think 
it is a monstrous thing, and unless the 
Government promises to reconsider the 
matter, I shall certainly claim a 
Division. 

*Mr. ATKINSON: Of course, before 
the lord lieutenant would make such 
an order there must be a_ specific 
ease of neglect on the part of the 
county council—some specific instance 
where they had failed to do their 
duty. Then an order would be made by 
the lord lieutenant that they shall do it, 
and if they did not, then the lord lieu- 
tenant could go to the court for a man- 
damus to compel them. But no manda- 
mus will allow a man to adopt a general 
course of conduct. It is to compel him 
to do a particular thing. If the county 
council fail to do their duty, and remain 
obdurate, then an officer will be clothed 
with power to carry out that particular 
thing, but no case would arise where 
he could go on for years. 


Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I rise for the pur- | 


pose of supporting my honourable Friend 
the Member for East Mayo, and I sincerely 
hope that he will press for a Division 
unless the Government gives him a clear | 
explanation as to the ‘meaning of this 
clause. Now 
said that a mandamus must be given in 
connection with some specific matter. 
Let me give an instance of a specific 
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| police. 


the Attorney General has | 
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matter. The lord lieutenant sends down 
to the city of Sligo an order for more 
The borough of Sligo is to be 
taxed £200 or £300 for extra police. 
The borough of Sligo refuse to pay it, 
the county council refuses to pay. Well, 
that is a specific case. Then the lord 
lieutenant sends down to us, and we 
refuse to do what he thinks is our duty. 
We refuse to further burden the rates ; 
we refuse to do anything of the kind. 
So he goes and gets a mandamus, and 
sends down an officer to collect that 
money in defiance of the wish of the 
county council of Sligo and the borough 
of Sligo. Now, I want to know what 
is going to happen when the county coun- 
cil of Sligo refuse, as they certainly will, 
to do what the lord lieutenant calls their 
duty. I consider their duty is to resist ; 
under those circumstances will the right 
honourable Gentleman send down an 
officer to take over the duties of the 
county council? 

*Mr. ATKINSON: I am bound to 
answer this question as it has been 
put to me. The order or demand 
would be made, the council refuses, then 
comes the application for the mandamus, 
which would be obtained, and if the 
money was not forthcoming, the honour- 
able Member and other members of the 
county council would be relieved of their 

| duties, and the officer would collect the 
| rate. 


Mr. P. A. MHUGH: Then I properly 
interpreted the views of the Government, 
and I, under the circumstances, press my 
| Friend to go to a Division. 





Question put— 
“That clause 53 stand part of the Bill.” 


| The Committee divided :—Ayes 118; 
| Noes 48.—(Division List No. 114.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 

Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. 

Balcarres. Lord 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) | 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket | 

Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Brist’!) | 

Reckett, Ernest William | 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | 

Brassey, Albert | Cox, Robert 


Cavendish, V 


Hon. John Chamberlain, 


Chaplin, Rt. 





Collings, Rt. 
Colomb, Sir 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Cubitt, Hon. 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Carlile, William W alter 






.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. | 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


Chelsea, Viscount 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 


Curzon, Viscount (Bucks.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


J. A. (Worc’r) 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Hon. Henry 


Fisher, William Hayes 

FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 

| Gedge, Sydney 

| Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

| Goldsworthy, Major-General 

Henry | Gordon, Hon. John Edward 

Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


Hon. Jesse 
John Charles R. 
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Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
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Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. | 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 


Malcolm, Ian 


Mildmay, 


{COMMONS} 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’]) | 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lucas-Shadwell, 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas. 
McCalmont,Mj-Gn.(Ant’m,N.) | 
McCalmont,Col. J.(Ant’m, E.) 
McKillop, James 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. 





(Ireland) Bill. * 
| Purvis, Robert 

| Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. James 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Waring, Col. Thomas 

W ebster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 


William 


(Liverpool) | 


(Hants) | 


Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn | Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Johnston, William (Belfast) | More, Robert Jasper | Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George | Morrell, George Herbert Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William} Murray, Rt. “_ A. G. (Bute) | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Kimber, Henry | Murray, Chas. (Coventry) Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Lafone, Alfred Myers, Williem Henry Wylie, Alexander 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) | Newdigate, Francis Alex. Young, Com. (Berks., E.) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks.) | Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) | O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie Phillpotts, Capt. Arthur Sir William Walrond and 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. Platt-Higgins, Frederick Mr. Anstruther. 


H.C. 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) Plunkett, Rt. Hon. 

NOES. 
Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | Hayden, John Patrick | 
Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) | Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


Brigg, John Healy, T. M. 


(Louth, N.) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 


Caldwell, James Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H.| Power, Patrick Joseph 
Carew, James Laurence Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Reckitt, Harold James 
Clancy, John Joseph Jordan, Jeremiah | Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.} 
Clough, Walter Owen Kilbride, Denis Roche, John (Galway, E.) 
Collery, Bernard Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | Macaleese, Daniel | 
Crean, Eugene | McDonnell,Dr.M.A.(Qn.’sCo.) | 
Daly, James | -McCartan, Michael 
Dillon, John McDermott, Patrick 


Doogan, P. C. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 


Clause 53 added to the Bill. 


Maden, 
Mandeville, 
Molloy, 


Committee report Progress. 
House resumed. 
CATHOLICS DISABILITIES 


(IRELAND) BILL. 


Upon the Motion for the Second Read- 
ing, Mr. W. Jounston (Belfast, 
objected. 


ROMAN 


Mr. 
Upon a point of order, Sir, I wish to ask 
whether the honourable Member for 
South Belfast is entitled to raise 
voice in objection to the Second Reading, 
fact that he has 


his 


having regard to the 


Bill! 


spoken upon the 





M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
John Henry 
J. Francis 
Bernard Charles 


S.) 


PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): | 


Shee, James John 

Sheehy, David 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 

Tully, Jasper 

Wedderburn, Sir William 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


(Leitrim) 


Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Gen- 
tleman is not entitled to speak, neither 
is the honourable Member for Kilkenny. 


Mr. M‘HUGH: May I appeal to the 
honourable Member for South Belfast to 
withdraw his objection, for the simple 


|reason that this is a Bill to establish 
religious equality in Ireland? 

Top CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: I beg to give notice, on 


behalf of my right honourable Friend the 
First Lord of the Treasury, that he will 
move on Monday to suspend the Twelve 
o’clock Rule, and on Tuesday that the 
House do meet at 12 o’clock. 


House adjourned at 2.49. 
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Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR took his seat 
on the Woolsack at a Quarter past Four 
of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Monday, 23rd May 1898. Tue LORD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ie ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- 


tificates from the Examiners that the 

further Standing Orders applicable to 
The House met at Three of the clock,|the following Bills have been complied 

when the Royal Assent was given by | with— 

Royal Commission to the following 

Sis -— BARRY RAILWAY. 


Special Juries; Bail; Metropolitan 
Common Scheme (Barnes) Provisional 
Order ; Local Government (Ireland) Pro- | SOUTHEND WATER. 
visional Order (No. 1); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 1); Local | And the Certificates that the Standing 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) ; Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with— 


CARDIFF CORPORATION. 


Lancashire County Council; Writers to 

the Signet Widows’ Fund; Midlothian | waTeR ORDERS CONFIRMATION. [H.L.] 

and Peebles District Board of Lunacy 

(Water); Mersey Docks and Harbour) gag oppeRs CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 

Board (Various Powers); Agricultural [H.L.] 

Company of Mauritius; Guy’s Hospital ; | 

Patriotic Assurance Company; Tyne|TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

Improvement ; Aberystwyth Gas; Folke- | (No. 1) [H.L.] 

stone Gas; City and South London | 

Railway ; Eastern Telegraph Company ; SW ATS. ORES COee eee 

4 : Si (No. 2) [H.L.] 

St. Matthew, Bethnal Green; Upper 

Assam Tea Company; Edinburgh and 

Leith Corporations Gas; Swansea Gas ; 

Waterford City Gas; Chipstead Valley 

Railway ; London and North Western 

Railway (Steam Vessels) ; Whitwick and 

Coalville Gas; Hartlepool Gas and 

Water ; Edinburgh Merchant Company ;| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

Norton and Halton Roads; Edinburgh ORDERS (No. 9) [H.L.] 

and District Water; Marianao and 

Havana Railway Company ; Morley Cor- ORDERS (No. 3). 

poration Gas ; Great Orme Tramway and . , 

Tramroad ; Mersey Docks and Harbour Fae Gathe. wets ceed Sa Th ae 
z . Table 

Board (New Works); Hart’s Divorce. ; 





'TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) [H.L.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) [H.L.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


THE LORDS COMMISSIONERS KINGSTOWN AND KINGSBRIDGE 


were the Lorp Cuancentor, the Lorp| JUNCTION RAILWAY (ABANDONMENT) 
CHANCELLOR OF IRELAND, and the Earl of BILL [H.L.] 
Laruom. Reported, with Amendments. 





VOL. LVIII. [FourtH Serzzs.] M 
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CORPORATION OF LONDON (FOREIGN 

CATTLE MARKET, DEPTFORD) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


EXETER, TEIGN VALLEY, AND 
CHAGFORD RAILWAY BILL [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L.} 
Queen’s consent signified ; 
reported with Amendments. 


and Bill 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

Queen’s consent signified ; 
reported with Amendments. 


and Bill 


CARLISLE CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[H.L.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


EDMONTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


Committee to meet on Friday the 10th 
June next. 


BROMPTON, CHATHAM, GILLINGHAM 
AND ROCHESTER WATER BILL. 


Read the second time, and committed. 


IPSWICH DOCK COMMISSION BILL. 
Read the second time, and committed. 


{LORDS } 
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LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ACTON 
SEWAGE) BILL. 

Read the second time, and committed ; 
the Committee to be proposed by the 

Committee of Selection. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (WALES) BILL [H.L.] 


Read the third time; Amendments 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.] 
Read the third time; Amendments 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


CLONTARF AND HILL OF HOWTH 
TRAMROAD BILL [H.L.J 


Read the third time; Amendments 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


KETTERING WATER BILL [H.L.] 
Read the third time ; passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


TYNEMOUTH CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [H.L.] 


Read the third time; Amendments 
made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Com- 
mons. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL [H.L.] 


Read the third time ; passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


FOLKESTONE WATER BILL [H.L.] 


Read the third time; passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 
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THANET GAS BILL. 
Re-committed to the same Select Com- 
mittee to whom the Bill was committed ; 
the Committee to meet on Friday the 
10th June next, at Four o’clock. 


CUSTOMS AND OTHER OFFICES 
(BARRY DOCK) BILL. 
Read the second time (according to 
order), and committed for Friday the 
10th June next. 


CUSTOMS OFFICES (SOUTHAMPTON) 
BILL. 
Read the second time (according to 
order), and committed for Friday the 
10th June next. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [H.L.] 
Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday the 9th June 
next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
To be read the second time on Thurs- 
day the 9th June next (The Lord 
Harris). 


COMMONS REGULATION (WOLSTANTON 
MARSH) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

To be read the second time on Thurs- 
day the 9th June next (The Lord 
Privy Seal (V. Cross). 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [H.L.] 
To be read the second time on Thurs- 
day the 9th June next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [H.L.] 
Read the second time (according to 
order). 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [H.L.] 


Read the second time (according to 
order). 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [H.L.] 
Read the second time (according to 
order). 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[H.L.] 


Read the second time (according to 
order). 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [H.L.] 
Read the second time (according to 
order). 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [H.L.] 
Read the second time (according to 
order). 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 5) BILL [H.L.] 
Read the second time (according to 
order). 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 
92 and 93 be suspended; and that the 
time for depositing Petitions praying to 
be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills, which would 
otherwise expire during the adjournment 
of the House at Whitsuntide, be extended 
to the first day on which the House shall 
sit after the Recess. 


PETITION. 


ALIENS BILL [H.L.] 


In favour: From the Council of the 
Dundee Combination ; Read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


M 2 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 
I. Annual Series: Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports on Trade and Finance— 
No. 2100. Roumania (Galatz) ; 
No. 2101. Ecuador (Quito) ; 
No. 2102. Greece (The Cyclades) ; 
No. 2103 France (Nice). 


II. Miscellaneous Series: Reports on 
Subjects of General and Commercial 
interest— 

No. 457. China (Report of a journey 
to North Ssu-Ch’uan) ; 

No. 458. China (Trade of Central and 
Southern China). 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Return for the quarter ended 3lst 
March, 1898. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
Statistical tables for the year 1897. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MINES (SNAEFELL LEAD MINE 
ACCIDENT). 

Reports to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, by C. Le Neve 
Foster, Esq., D.Sc., F.R.S., one of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, and A. EF. 
Miller, Esq., M.B., on the circumstances 
attending an underground fire which 
occurred at the Snaefell Lead Mine, Isle 
of Man, in the month of May, 1897. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 
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STATISTICS. 
Statistical abstract for the principal 
and other foreign countries in each year 
from 1886 to 1895-96 (as far as the par- 
ticulars can be stated); twenty-fourth 
number. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS AND TRADE 


MARKS. 
Fifteenth Report of the Comptroller- 
General, with appendices, for the year 
1897. 
Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


ELECTRICAL ENERGY (GENERATING 
STATIONS AND SUPPLY). 
Report from the Select Committee 
(with the proceedings of the Committee) 
made; and to be printed. [No. 75.| 
Minutes of evidence laid upon the Table, 
and to be delivered out. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion for the Standing Committee, That 
the Committee have added the Lord 
Stanley of Alderley to the Standing Com- 
mittee for the consideration of the 
Lunacy Bill [H.L.]; Read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





NEW BILLS. 


METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT ACTS 
AMENDMENT (BY-LAWS) BILL [H.L.] 

“To amend the provisions of the 
Metropolis Management Acts with re 
spect to by-laws”; Presented by the 
Lord Monkswell; Read the first time; 
and to be printed. [No. 76.] 


INDUSTRIES (IRELAND) BILL [H.L.] 

A Bill to afford facilities for the estab- 
lishment and development of industries 
in Ireland; Presented by the Earl of 
Mayo; read the first time; and to be 
printed. 


[No. 77.] 
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265 Aliens 
MR. GLADSTONE’S DEATH. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER ano SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALisBury) : 
My Lords, I have to inform the House 
that I have received telegraphic informa- 
tion that Her Majesty gives her assent 
to the Address from both Houses of 
Parliament on the subject of a public 
funeral for Mr. Gladstone. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: Might I 
ask whether any information can be 
given to the House as to when the funeral 
of Mr. Gladstone will take place, and 
whether it is really fixed for Saturday 
next? 


Toe MARQUESS or SALISBURY: 
Yes; I understand that that will be the 
case, but my noble Friend on my right 
[the Duke of Norfolk] is better able to 
answer the question than I am. I 
received from Mr. Herbert Gladstone an 
intimation that that was the wish of the 
family, and I have no doubt that the 
wish will be complied with. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


THE FRENCH IN WEST AFRICA. 

Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN : Seeing 
the noble Marquess in his place to-day, I 
beg to ask him whether he is in a posi- 
tion to give the House any information 
with regard to the progress of the 
negotiations respecting affairs in West 
Africa? 


THe MARQUESS or SALISBURY: 
I think there are two principles which I 
should violate if I gave an answer to the 
noble Earl. In the first place, it has 
been laid down that on questions con- 
cerning foreign affairs notice should 
always be given, for, unless it is given, 
it is almost impossible, when answering, 
to avoid using language which might be 
misunderstood. In the second place, I 
should be violating the well-understood 
rule that while negotiations are proceed- 
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ing they cannot form properly the subject 
of a Parliamentary statement or discue 
sion. The negotiations in this case are 
still proceeding, and there is nothing in 
their progress, or in their prospects, to 
give the slightest justification for 
departing from the ordinary practice. 


WHITSUNTIDE ADJOURNMENT. 

Tue Duxe or DEVONSHIRE (on 
behalf of the Marquess of SaLisBuRY) 
moved— 


“That the House at its rising do adjourn to 
Thursday, 9th June.” 


Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 


ALIENS BILL. 

THe Earn or HARDWICKE: My 
Lords, in moving the Second Reading of 
this Bill, I must ask your Lordships to 
forgive the audacity which has prompted 
so inexperienced a Member of your Lord- 
ships’ House to trespass upon its time 
by the introduction of a Bill. I must 
confess, however, to feeling less diffidence 
than might otherwise have been the case 
when I remember that the business of 
this House has not of late been of a very 
arduous character, and that to-day we are 
separating for the Whitsuntide Recess. 
My Lords, I am naturally drawn towards 
this subject, as anyone must be whose 
work brings him closely in contact with 
London questions, since it is London that 
has to bear the brunt of the burden cf 
this alien invasion imposed on our 
people. My Lords, the Bill which I now 
ask your Lordships to read a second 
time is not only substantially but ver- 
bally the same as the Bill introduced by 
the noble Marquess the Prime Minister, 
without any opposition, four years since. 
The provisions of that Bill which are 
not reproduced in the Measure now 
before the House dealt with persons 
dangerous to the country as an organised 
political and social community, while 
those whom it is hoped to reach in the 
present Measure are rather injurious 
economically. With regard to the latter 
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the proposals are, as I have told your 
Lordships, identically the same as the 
proposals contained in the noble Mar- 
quess’s Bill. On the occasion of the 
discussion of that Bill objection was not 
taken to the principle of the first part ; 
it was agreed on all sides that circum- 
stances might arise which would render 
such a Measure as this necessary. But, 
my Lords, I admit that considerable | 
exception was taken to the actual pro 
visions of the Bill. The noble Marquess | 
himself did not hesitate to acknowledge | 
that there might be defects in the 
machinery suggested, and he expressed 
his willingness to adopt any better 
machinery that noble Lords could sug- 
gest, in the event of the Bill reaching 
Committee. That, my Lords, is precisely 





the attitude that I must humbly adopt | 
There is | 


in regard to the present Bill. 
no necessity for me, therefore, to 
elaborate the main proposal—the prin- 


ciple, in fact—of this Bill, which your | 


Lordships have already endorsed by a 
large majority. That being the case, it 
only remains for me to state that the 
arguments used in favour of the Bill 
then apply now, and that any cause which 
existed in 1894 for such a Measure as the 
present one exists to-day, and, as I hope 
te show your Lordships, ina strengthened 
form. I hardly like to trouble your 
Lordships with ancient history, but the 
finding of the Committee of 1889, 
appointed to inquire into this subject, 
seems to be so pertinent to the issue 
that I cannot refrain from quoting a 
passage that was also referred to by the 
noble Marquess when he introduced his 
Bill. The Committee stated that— 


“While your Committee see great difficulties 
in the way of enforcing laws similar to those 
in the United States, and certain other coun- 
tries, against the importation of pauper and 
destitute aliens, and while they are not pre- 
pared to recommend such legislation at pre- 
sent, they contemplate the possibility of such 


legislation becoming necessary in the future, | 


in view of the crowded conditions of our great 
towns, the extreme pressure for existence 
among the poorer part of the population, and 
the tendency of destitute foreigners to reduce 
still lower the social and material condition of 
our own poor.” 


What, my Lords, were the words the noble | 


Marquess used? He said that— 


“ After that recommendation, perhaps I shall 


be asked why I have thought that it is now 
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bition, in which the Committee saw great 
difficulty. Well, since that time five years 
have passed, and several circumstances have 
occurred. which lead me to think that the time 
which the Committee foresaw has come, and 
that it is desirable that the power which the 
United States has taken to itself in so large a 
measure should be assumed in some degree by 
the Government of the Queen.” 


My Lords, if the time had come four 
years ago, how much more must it have 
come now, unless, indeed, there has been 
some striking change for the better in 


‘the interval! But has this stream of 
alien immigration, which struck the 
noble Marquess as so dangerous, 


diminished in volume? Has it trickled 
out? My Lords, in 1894, for the six 
months ending the 3lst of May, 19,400 
was returned as the total number of 
alien immigrants who had come to this 
country to stay. The last available 
Board of Trade Return up to the end of 
April, shows that the number of these 
| immigrants was 14,592, as against 13,645 
|for the corresponding four months of 
last year. So whereas for six months in 
| 1894 the total was 19,400, or an average 
|of some 3,200 a month, ihe figures for 
|four months in this year are 14,500 
|odd, or an average of 3,800 a month, 
|thus showing a monthly increase of over 
600 for this year as compared with four 
years ago. So that the argument from 
statistics is stronger now than when the 
former Bill was introduced. It has often 
been said that statistics can prove any- 
thing. I do not wish to base my case 
primarily on statistics. It is quite 
possible, and from what I can gather I 
am inclined to think that these official 
|firures do give a slightly exaggerated 
| appearance to the actual facts; but, my 
| Lords, whether these aliens come in large 
| quantities, or whether they come in small 
| quantities, they do come, and in quantities 
|at least serious enough to sensibly affect 
| our own people, and the conditions of life 








| of our own people, in the localities in 
| which they settle. My Lords, if this 
| were not a local question, theré might 
| be no need to trouble your Lordships this 
| afternoon with such a Measure as this. 
| Those who wish to minimise the evil we 
| are discussing are fond of talking lightly 
| of the fact of a few thousand aliens scat- 
| tered up and down amongst forty million 


| people. My Lords, that is just the point. 
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They are not scattered. They do con- 
gregate, and in certain limited areas, 
mainly in the East End of London, and 
it is in the East End of London that one 
is able to see how easily and how rapidly 
this influx can affect local trade, and the 
conditions of social life. Their presence, 
my Lords, seems to have a treble effect. 
It lowers the standard of wages, it 
enhances the standard of rent, and so 
depresses the standard of life. The first 
thing, my Lords, that the newly-arrived 
alien with his wife and family—the alien is 
usually married—does is not unnaturally 
to seek a lodgment, and this he must do 
in a quarter where other aliens are living. 
He finds every house full—houses always 
are full in the East End of London; and 
he thereupon proceeds to offer the land- 
lord a little higher rent than his English 
tenant is at present paying him. The 
landlord accepts, of course. The Eng- 
lishman goes out; the alien comes in. 
My Lords, it seems strange, I admit, that 
the landlord should be willing to ex- 
change a tenant whom he knows for a 
hypothetical tenant he does not know. 
The reason is really because the land- 
lord can turn him out in the same way 
as he has turned the former 
tenant out, knowing perfectly well 
that there are half a dozen others willing 
to take his place. My Lords, the usual 
rise, I may mention, in these instances, is 
from 6d. to 1s., but cases have recently 
come to light in the East End where as 
much as 5s. additional rent has been 
paid by an alien to take the place of an 
English tenant. Again, my Lords, I am 
told that what is called “the price of a 
key,” which is the term for tenant-right 
in the East End, has enormously _ in- 
creased of late, as much as £5, £6, and 
£7 being not infrequently obtained. 
Well, my Lords, to revert to the alien 
who has just arrived with no means of 
subsistence, and with his wife and 
family, he has succeeded in getting a 
lodging, but how is he to pay the rent? 
He must obtain work at any price, even 
at a rate considerably below the standard 
current in the district, with the all 
too probable result of ousting some Eng- 
lish labour, and generally lowering the 
standard. But that is not enough to 
meet the demands for rent and living. 
The standard of life, also, has to be 











{23 May 1898} Bill. 270 


lowered, and the newly-arrived alien is 
able to live in a way that no English 
working man or working woman would 
consider decent. He proceeds to take in 
lodgers, and rooms—frequently a single 
room—already overcrowded by the alien 
and his family, are still more overcrowded 
by the inclusion of two, three, and more 
lodgers. My Lords, everyone knows what 
a train of evils follow in the wake of over- 
crowding. There is no problem more 
difficult than is the problem of over- 
crowding, and, so long as this influx con- 
tinues, the efforts of the local bodies to 
cope with it here in London, and in Leeds 
and Manchester, where these aliens 
mostly centre, must be greatly, if not 
practically, neutralised. This overcrowd- 
ing difficulty, I submit, my Lords, is of 
itself sufficient to justify, even to necessi- 
tate, a Measure of this kind being passed 
into law. I have had opportunities of 
discussing with gentlemen who are per- 
sonally engaged in investigating this 
problem on the spot, and though they 
will not go to the length that I do in 
respect of the labour side of the ques 
tion, they entirely agree, indeed insist, 
that its urgency in regard to overcrowd- 
ing cannot be overrated. My Lords, it 
cannot be doubted that there is a very 
strong feeling amongst the English ‘popu- 
lation in the East End against this alien 
intrusion. It is said by some that this 
feeling must be put down to race hatred, 
that it is an aspect of the anti-Semitism 
that we find on the Continent. My 
Lords, I do not for one moment believe 
this to be the case. The feeling is not 
against the Jew, as a Jew; it is not 
against the foreigner, as a foreigner; it 
is not against the alien because he is an 
alien. Conversations with any of those 
people affected—and I have spoken to 
English Jews who are equally affected— 
convince one that their complaints are 
not prompted by any race hatred, but 
by a sense of personal loss, incurred 
through the habits and actious of » group 
of people; and were these people Eng- 
lish the feeling would be exactly the 
same. My Lords, it is the injury they 
resent, not the nationality of those who 
inflict it. I trust, my Lords, I have not 
spoken at too great a length, or wearied 
your Lordships, whom I thank sincerely 
for kind attention to an _ exposition 
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of this subject that I fear must have 
appeared singularly lame to this House, 
that has had the privilege of listening to 
the noble Marquis, and also to Lord Rose- 
bery, on the same subject. My Lords, 
there can be no need to trouble your 
Lordships further, for the pledges that 
Her Majesty’s Government have given in 
regard to this question assure me that 
they will not only support this Measure 
to-day, but that they will feel bound to 
safeguard its passage in another place. 
The President of the Board of Trade, on 
February 9th, of last year, said in the 
House of Commons in reference to this 
subject— 


“We adhere to every pledge we have given, 
and I hope at no distant time to propose to 
Parliament legislation.” 


And again in January of this year, in 
reply to a question of Sir Howard Vin- 
cent, in regard to this proposed legisla- 
tion, he pointed the honourable Member 
to this very Bill of which I now have the 
honour to move the Second Reading. 


*THe SECRETARY or tus BOARD or 
TRADE (The Earl of Duptgy) : My Lords, 
I think that, as my noble Friend says, 
the time has now arrived when legisla- 
tion on the lines suggested by this Bill 
is eminently desirable. When last this 
subject was discussed by your Lordships, 
in 1894, the noble Earl then at the head 
of the Government, while admitting the 
principle embodied in a Measure almost 
identical with this one, opposed its 
further progress on the ground that the 
immigration complained of was both 
small and decreasing. Well, my Lords, 
we are now in a position to judge as to 
the accuracy of that opinion, and we can 
see from the statistics which are avail- 
able on this subject that not only has the 
immigration of destitute foreigners into 
this country not decreased since that 
time, but that, on the contrary, it has 
increased steadily year by year. Of 
course, my Lords, I am well aware that the 
argument from statistics has often been 
overstrained, and that both writers and 
speakers upon this subject have, in 
estimating the extent of foreign immigra- 
tion, been inclined to dwell too much 
upon the numbers of those who come 
Earl of Hardwicke. 
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into this country without through 
tickets, and to ignore the fact that many 
of those subsequently move on elsewhere. 
But, my Lords, considerations of that 
kind do not affect the undoubted statis. 
tical facts—firstly, the fact that our total 
foreign population has increased by at 
least 40,000 persons during the last seven 
years ; and, secondly, the fact that the 
stream of Russian and Polish immigra- 
tion—in other words, the immigration of 
the most destitute fype—is increasing 
in volume year by year. For instance, 
my Lords, in 1894 there were 7,500 
immigrants of these nationalities; in 
1895 10,200; in 1896, 12,800; and 
in 1897, 14,800. My Lords, I cannot help 
thinking that these facts are very signifi- 
cant, for they show not merely the total 
increase of foreigners coming into this 
country, but they show also a steady and 
progressive increase in the numbers of the 
least desirable class of those foreigners. 
My Lords, there is another point in con- 
nection with these statistics to which I 
should like to draw the attention of the 
House. I have said that allowances must 
be made, in estimating the extent of 
alien immigration, for those who come 
here without through tickets, but who 
subsequently migrate elsewhere. But it 
does not follow that all those who again 
migrate in this way are necessarily new- 
comers; on the contrary, it is most 
probable that many of them have been 
resident here for some time, and have 
during that period saved sufficient money 
to enable them to elsewhere. In 
other words, my Lords, those who go are 
often the best, and those who remain are 
often the worst of this class. The 
tendency, therefore, is gradually to make 
this country the receptacle of a residuum 
composed of the least capable and least 
efficient. These statistics show, in my 
opinion at any rate, that the immigration 
which my noble Friend complains of is 
neither small nor is it diminishing; but 
that, on the contrary, it is of an extent 
which calls for urgent and careful con- 
sideration. Moreover, my Lords, I would 
remind your Lordships that it is beside 
the point to estimate the extent of alien 
immigration in proportion to the total 
population. As my noble Friend has 
pointed out, if these aliens, on arriving 
here, spread out over the country in 
fairly equal proportions, their presence 
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would be a matter of comparative 
unimportance, but this is exactly what 
they do not do. On the contrary, they 
concentrate for the most part in certain 
districts, and go to swell the foreign 
settlements which already exist there. 
From three-fourths to four-fifths, my 
Lords, of the Russian and Polish immi- 
grants come to London, and settle in the 
districts of Whitechapel, St. George’s-in- 
the-East, and Mile End. In 1891, when 
the last census was taken, there were in 
those three districts 22,000 Russians and 
Poles, and though of course we have no 
figures as to their numbers since that 
time, the Commissioner of Police has 
reported that the number of foreign 
Jews in London still increases, and that 
the area inhabited by them is still 
extending. Similar reports, my Lords, 
are also sent by the local authorities. 
At the beginning of this year the Mile 
End Vestry stated that they were aware 
that there had been a _ considerable 
increase of immigration of aliens into the 
district, and the sanitary inspectors ot 
both the south and east districts of St. 
George’s have reported to a similar effect. 
Well, my Lords, it may be true that the 
total number of alien immigrants in this 
country is still small as compared with 
the total population, but it is an un- 
doubted fact that there is in many urban 
districts a large and growing “foreign 
community, which is gradually ousting 
the native inhabitants. Those, my 
Lords, are the facts, and they, I think, 
suggest two serious questions—firstly, 
what view we are to take with regard to 
this increase of foreign immigration, and 
whether we are to regard it as desirable 
or not desirable; and, secondly, if we 
regard it as not desirable, what steps 
should be taken, if any, to check it? 
My Lords, I hardly think there can be 
any difference of opinion with regard to 
the first question. It is surely undesir- 
able that this country, or, at any rate, 
some large cities in this country, should 
become the receptacle for the refuse 
population of other countries. This 
Increased foreign immigration is 
undesirable both from an economic and 
social point of view. It is undesirable 
economically because the competition 
between British workers and workers of 
this imported type is not an equal one. 
The latter can live upon a wage, as my 
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noble Friend has said, upon which an 
English workman would starve, and the 
result, therefore, must be either that the 
British workers are driven out of those 
employments which are affected by this 
competition altogether, or that, in the 
case of the women workers, they are 
forced to supplement their earnings from 
other sources. My Lords, this is by no 
means an imaginary danger. Statistics 
prove that alien labour has already 
secured a monopoly of certain industries, 
and the result, as testified by those who 
have studied this subject upon the spot, 
is that in the case of many seamstresses 
in East London even worse results than 
want of employment have ensued. My 
Lords, on purely economic grounds, then, 
it seems to me that some restriction 
upon this continued alien immigration is 
urgently needed. Even the strongest 
advocates of Free Trade would, I should 
think, hardly contend that Free Trade 
principles should be pushed to the extent 
of driving certain sections—large sec- 
tions—of our working classes into 
pauperism, or worse, and of replacing 
them by foreigners of a very low and 
degraded type. But, my Lords, on social 
grounds the argument seems to me even 
stronger. Alien immigration of this 





‘kind not merely makes it more difficult 


for our working classes to gain an honest 
and adequate livelihood, but it also intro- 
duces a very deteriorating and demoralis- 
ing element into our whole social system, 
for these alien paupers, my Lords, come, 
as a rule, to stay. They come to settle, 
to bring up families, to intermix, to inter- 
marry; and this means, necessarily, & 
lowering of ‘the whole moral and socia! 
standard of the population of those dis- 
tricts in which they settle—a lowering 
which is greater or less according as 
their numbers are greater or less. It 
would, for instance, be a very serious 
matter if the type of population which 
is now to be found in many districts in 
the East End, where there is a strong 
alien element, were to become at all a 
common type in the poorer districts of 
our large cities. It would mean, my 
Lords, that those classes would become, 
to a great extent, non-English in charac 
ter, and that, both in physique and in 
moral and social customs, they had fallen 
below our present by no means elevated 
standard. Well, my Lords, it only 
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remains for me to consider the second 
question to which I have referred. 
Granted that restriction of some kind is 
necessary and desirable, is such restric- 
tion obtainable by legislative means! It 
seems to me that there is one conclu- 
sive answer to that question. Every 
other country which has had to face the 
same problem has dealt with it by legis- 
lation, and there is nothing, so far as I 
know, in the conditions of this country 
which precludes it from following their 
example. Take, for instance, the case of 
the United States. As your Lordships 
are aware, restrictive legislation is in 
force there, and in the year ending June 
30th, 1897, over 1,500 emigrants were, 
under the provisions of the American 
law, sent back from the United States to 
the ports from which they came. My 
Lords, it might be said that the insig- 
nificance of that number, when compared 
with the total number of immigrants 
into that country, points to the conclu- 
sion that the Act is only partially in 
force; but, my Lords, it must be remem- 
bered that the chief effect of legislation 
of this character is to be found rather in 
its deterrent influence than in its direct 
application. Shipowners and shipping 
companies will think twice before they 
ship pauper aliens, if they know that 
they may be put to the trouble and 
expense of taking them back again. 
Moreover, my Lords, under the Ameri- 
can Act of 1893 intending immigrants 
are subjected to a physical examination 
before sailing, and the commander of the 
ship and the surgeon have to certify to 
the United States Consul that in no case 
do they come within the prohibition of 
the law. This regulation, again, must be 
taken as causing a considerable reduc- 
tion in the total number of those who 
would otherwise have migrated. It is 
possible, my Lords, that such a provision 
might be useful here, but that, of course, 
and the other details of my _ noble 
Friend’s Bill, are questions for considera- 
tion in Committee. For the present we 
need only concern ourselves, I think, 
with the broad principles upon which 
this Bill is based, and believing that 
those principles are just and sound, and 
that the objects which my noble Friend 
aims at are highly desirable, I trust the 
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House will accord a Second Reading to 
the Bill. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, I 
confess I was somewhat surprised that 
the noble Earl closed his speech without 
explaining to us why this was not a 
Government Bill. Two years ago this 
subject was mentioned in the Speech 
from the Throne as one upon which the 


Government intended to legislate. Now, 
at the commencement of the present 


Session, the Speech from the Throne, 
after pointing to certain Measures 
with which the Government, one 
may say, undertook absolutely to deal, 
mentioned a number of others which it 
proposed to deal with “if time per- 
mitted,’ and we quite understood that 
this Measure was not to be found in the 
latter category. This seems to me to be 
eminently a Measure to be dealt with by 
the Government, in view of the difficul- 
ties with which the question is  sur- 
rounded, and which have been touched 
upon, but not in any way attempted to 
be solved by, the nobie Earl, who said 
they were matters entirely for Com- 
mittee. I venture to think this is a 
Measure which ought to be in the hands 
of the Government, and which ought not, 
in view of the fact that the Government 
have committed themselves to legislation 
on the subject, to have been left for in- 
troduction by a private Member. The 
question is no doubt one of great import- 
ance, and in saying what I have said I 
am in no way complaining of the noble 
Earl having introduced it to the House. 
I may say, further, that as to the right 
of the Legislature to deal with the ques- 
tion there can be no doubt whatever. 
Apart from the difficulties which may 
arise from such a scheme, and the manner 
in which it is to be carried into effect, 
and the operation which it may have in 
directions uintended, there are certain 
categories mentioned in the 3rd clause of 
the Bill as to whose exclusion from this 
country being beneficial there cannot 
possibly be two opinions. The third sec- 
tion of the Bill deals with several named 
classes. There are those aliens who are 
idiots or insane. Well, I do not suppose 
that anybody would question that, apart 
from any difficulty involved in the 
operation, it would be perfectly right 
that we should not permit insane persons 
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or idiots, who are aliens, to be brought 
to this country—that their introduction 
here cannot possibly be a public advan- 
tage, and may well be to the public detri- 
ment. So, again, with regard to per- 
sons suffering from dangerous or infec- 
tious disease. I do not suppose anybody 
would question that it is extremely desir- 
able that a person suffering from such 
diseases should, if possible, be excluded 
from the country, and that the peril aris- 
ing from their spreading these diseases 
should be as far as possible guarded 
against. There would probably be the 
same absolute agreement as regards per- 
sons likely to become a public charge. 
It may be said that the country is 
thoroughly entitled, and could be said to 
act in no spirit of illiberality if such per- 
sons are excluded. I have dealt with all 
except one category named—a pauper 
other than a person likely to become a 
public charge. It is in regard to that 
particular class that I imagine most diffi- 
culty would be felt. What, exactly, is a 
pauper! What is the class intended to 
be covered by a provision of that descrip- 
tion, and how are they to be discrimi- 
nated! It is said that one may leave the 
whole of the details of a Bill of this 
description for subsequent consideration ; 
but when a Bill in these terms was before 
the House on the last occasion some very 
judicious remarks were made by the noble 
Duke who is now Lord President of the 
Council. He pointed to the fact that 
there had been some inquiry into this 
subject by a Committee of the House of 
Commons, and incidentally that there 
had been some reference to it before a 
Committee of your Lordships’ House. 
But he said at that time that— 





“After all the inquiries that have already 
been made, we are not yet in a position 
adequately or wisely to deal with that class 
(destitute aliens). We require still further 
investigation.” 


He then pointed to the investigations 
that had taken place, and concluded by 
saying that in his opinion a small com- 
mission would be a more practical and 
useful body to conduct such an inquiry 
than a Committee, and his suggestion 
was that before legislation there should 
be an inquiry by such a commission. I 
apprehend that the state of things now is 
not absolutely different from what it was 
then. The amount of immigration may 
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be slightly more, but the situation is sub- 
stantially the situation that then existed. 
There has been since that time no further 
inquiry, and we are in possession of no 
more information than we had when the 
noble Duke made that speech. It seems 
to me there is a great deal to be said in 
favour of further inquiry before this 
legislation is proceeded with, because ong 
wants exactly to see what is to be its 
scope, and how the proposed prohibition 
is to be carried into effect. It is obvious 
that a measure of this sort affects many 
interests. The only provision in this Bill 
is that an inspector is to be enabled to 
inspect immigrant passengers and pre- 
vent the landing of any alien who, in his 
opinion, is a pauper. .Now, how is an 
inspection to enable an inspector to ascer- 
tain whether a person is an immigrant 
alien pauper? He may believe him to 
be an alien, but how is he to ascertain 
merely by an inspection, and that is 
all that is proposed? The noble Earl has 
referred to the law which prevails in 
America. The law is easy of enforcement 
in America, as the immigrant paupers 
arrive on avery limited number of vessels, 
which, of course, cross the Atlantic, and 
put in at a limited number of ports. 
But manifestly the problem which 
presents itself there is different to that 
which presents itself here, where we have 
passengers arriving day and night at a 
great, number of ports, after a voyage of 
perhaps a couple of hours. Their 
examination would surely cause great 
inconvenience to the general passenger 
traffic to and from this country. If this 
Bill is to be effectual it will affect a large 
number of people, because you will have 
to make your inquiries broad enough to 
obstruct to some extent the passage of 
people who turn out not to be pauper 
aliens. You cannot on investigation de 
termine who are pauper aliens, without 
investigating a great number of cases 
beyond those who are intended to be 
affected by legislation of this description. 
It seems to me that there is an immense 
practical difficulty, and that the mode 
in which that difficulty can be met, 
whether it can be met without intro- 
ducing evils of a very serious character, 
has not been made the subject as yet of 
investigation. This is a very important 
subject, and it is one upon which, with- 
out information, it is difficult to determine 
how far legislation of this sort, in the 
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circumstances of this country, is really 
practicable and desirable. My Lords, 
I assume that a person is intended to be 
excluded in all cases under this Bill, 
although he may be a perfectly able- 
bodied man, and in a condition to gain 
his own livelihood, unless he has some 
means beyond his labour or the possi- 
bilities of labour. The noble Marquess 
(the Marquess of Salisbury) shakes his 
head, but that is one of the difficulties. 
The section says “a pauper, or a person 
likely to become a public charge.” The 
latter are separately dealt with, and, 
therefore, I apprehend that paupers are 
these who are not likely to become a 
public charge. 


Tue MARQUESS or SALISBURY: 
A pauper is a person who has already 
become a public charge. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: That would be a 
person who has already been in this 
country and become a public charge or 
become a public charge somewhere else ; 
but that would not touch the great bulk 
of those with whom the noble Earl de- 
sires to deal, or who come to compete 
with the labour of this country. That is 
a construction which would limit the 
operation of the Bill, and defeat the 
object for which it is intended. The ob- 
servation of the noble Marquess has sug- 
gested the extreme expediency of such an 
inquiry as the noble Duke the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council referred to on the 
previous occasion—namely, an inquiry as 
to the classes who ought to be dealt 
with, and how they can practically be 
dealt with by legislation of this kind. 
How can inspection enable the question 
to be answered whether a man is an 
immigrant, and, next, whether he is an 
immigrant who ought to be admitted 
or excluded? My Lords, I do not think 
there can be any difference of opinion 
that there are very considerable evils 
connected with the immigration of poor 
persons into this country. I do not at 
all dispute many of the observations and 
statements which have been made by tha 
noble Earl with regard to that ; but when 
you are dealing with the question of the 
effect of the presence of these aliens upon 
the condition of the working classes oi 
this country, I do not think the problem 
is nearly so simple as it appears to the 


Lord Herschell. 


{LORDS} 








Bill. 280 


noble Earl. It does not follow that the 
exclusion of these immigrants would lead 
necessarily to an increase of profitable 
labour for the working classes of this 
country. It might, on the other hand, 
tend to its diminution, and I will explain 
why I say so. There can be no doubt 
that a very large amount of the labour 
of these immigrants is devoted to the 
making of clothes; and by means of 
their cheap labour there has been acon- 
siderable increase in our export trade in 
ready-made clothes during the last 29 
or 30 years. If the exclusion of these 
aliens would enable that trade to remain, 
and to remain in the hands of British 
workmen, the British workmen would, of 
course, benefit; but, my Lords, it does 
not follow that this would be the result. 
If the cheap labour were no longer avail- 
able, the trade might collapse, and it is 
perfectly conceivable that you might ex- 
clude those who have been so working, 
and yet have no greater wage fund with 


which to pay the workmen of this 
country. But there is another consi- 
deration. The fact that the clothes are 


made here has the effect, almost cer- 
tainly, of causing a larger manufacture 
in this country of the materials from 
which the clothes are made, and the 
materials, for example, with which the 
clothes are sewn. If you were to destroy 
the export trade in ready-made clothes, 
the result would be that those engaged 
in the manufacture of the cloth, etce., 
would be seriously affected. Obviously, 
the money value of the cloth and mate 
rials is greater than that of the labour 
used in making these cheap clothes ; so 
that, on the whole, the working classes of 
the country might suffer from the de 
struction of the trade. That is the diffi- 
culty of touching any such question as 
this without full consideration. It may 
be said that this question of the immi- 
eration of aliens is a serious one in the 
East End of London, although the num- 
ber is not large in respect to the total 
population. That is true, but I do not 
know whether it would be much satis- 
faction to the working classes in other 
parts of the country if you were to say 
that because of that evil in particular 
parts of London you were going to take 
a step which might on the whole dimi- 
nish the wages which the working classes 


throughout the country may receive. I 
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am not, for a moment, pretending to 
dogmatise on this subject, but the prob- 
lem is not so simple as has been sug- 
gested. The matter goes deeper. I 
understand that the export trade in 
ready-made clothing amounts to many 
millions a year, and that it is almost 
entirely carried in British ships. It is, 
therefore, manifest that if you interfere 
with this trade you injure not only ship- 
pers but shipbuilders, because, of course, 
the number of ships required depends 
on the amount of the carrying trade. 
Therefore, under the belief that you 
were restricting unfair competition, you 
might be doing more harm than good 
to the working classes. There still re- 
mains the social question, which I do not 
wish to ignore. I do not deny that this 
question deserves thorough consideration, 
but the object of my observations is to 
point the moral which the noble Duke 
brought before the House on the last 
occasion—namely, that this subject is a 
very difficult one, and deserves careful 
inquiry before we commit ourselves to 
legislative action in the matter. 

Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
should like to say one or two words on 
this Bill, because I represent, on the 
London County Council, a constituency 
in the East End of London. I have 
thought it my duty to find out whether 
the noble Earl who introduced this Bill 
is right or wrong in what he says is the 
opinion of the East End on this question. 
Now, my Lords, the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade has stated, with a great 
deal of confidence, “certain facts,” as he 
calls them, but, my Lords, I have no 
very great trust in the facts of the noble 
Earl. The noble Earl, in the first place, 
appears to be perfectly convinced, and 
he thinks the House ought unanimously 
to agree with him, that the class of per- 
sons who would come under the defini- 
tion of “destitute aliens” are a class 
of persons who are the least capable and 
the least efficient of the population ; but 
if this Bill had been in operation 200 
years ago, and the Huguenots had been 
prevented by it from coming into Eng- 
land, the British nation would have been 
very much poorer to-day. I do not 
believe that the great majority of think- 
ing people in the East End of London 
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are at all convinced that, if you had legis- 
lation of this kind, most of the people 
it would keep out would necessarily be 
the least efficient and the least desirable. 
The noble Earl goes on to say that these 
destitute aliens form themselves into 
colonies of their own. Yes, my Lords, 
to a great extent they do, and to a great 
extent this is beneficial, as the noble and 
learned Lord has pointed out, to British 
industry. I will give your Lordships an 
instance of that. I was a member of the 
Sweating Committee, which took a great 
deal of evidence on this subject. It was 
elicited that a certain class of work, 
notably in the boot trade, which Eng- 
lishmen, for some reason or other, could 
not or would not do, was done by these 
destitute aliens, and that a great impetus 
was given thereby to the leather trade. 
There is another matter. I do not my- 
self attach so much importance as the 
noble Lord to the suggestion that we get 
our work done cheaper by these desti- 
tute aliens. The evidence before the 
Sweating Committee showed that while 
it was true that when they first came to 
this country they accepted low wages, 
they were, when they had gained experi- 
ence, just as keen as other people to 
obtain the highest wages possible. Now, 
my Lords, we really come to the crucial 
point. Is the noble Earl who intro- 
duced this Bill right in saying that there 
is a strong feeling on this matter in the 
East End of London? I have done the 
best I can to find out what the feeling is 
in the East End. I have gone to Toyn- 
bee Hall, in the middle of Whitechapel, 


where, if anywhere, there ought to 
be a strong feeling against desti- 
tute aliens, and have, on two occa- 
sions, addressed a working-class 


audience there, open and free to every- 
one, on the subject; and on both 
occasions the room was packed, and the 
result of the voting was two to one 
against any restrictions whatever to the 
immigration of destitute aliens. I do 
not say there is no feeling in the matter. 
No doubt the minority who voted in 
favour of restriction agreed with the 
noble Earl, but I think we ought to 
have more information on the subject 
before legislating. With regard to the 
question of sanitation and overcrowding, 
surely there are other means of prevent- 
ing these evils. It is said that a large 
number of these people are ultimately 
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charged on the rates; but as most of 
them are Jews they are taken care of 
by Jewish societies, and there is hardly 
an instance in the East End of London 
of a Jew being charged on the rates. 


*Viscount CLIFDEN: My Lords, I 
want to congratulate Her Majesty's 
Government on having discovered a truly 
cast-iron Tory Measure, and on reverting 
to the principle of the Land Act of 1881, 
which they are so fond of. The noble 
Earl who introduced this Measure laid 
great stress on what I, as an Irishman, 
may call the “rise in rint” which has 
been brought about in the East End of 
London by the immigration of desti- 
tute aliens. He said that rent had gone 
up from 6d. to 5s. in some instances. 
That struck me as a very large rise. I 
wish we could get a rise like that in 
Ireland. I should like to ask the noble 
Earl how a pauper pays this 5s.?. The 
noble Earl, the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade, talked about there being desirakle 
immigrants and undesirable immigrants. 
I suppose that is the fault of human 
nature. I should prefer them of the 
Senior Wrangler class, and done over 


with rose water. I do not like the 
principle or the methods of this 
Bill. I think this country has 
gained a great deal by the im- 


migration of aliens in former years. 
It is said that the immigrants of former 
years were not of the low and degraded 
class to which the present immigrants 
belong, but how are you to ascertain 
what their class is on their landing? 
I have no doubt many of them turn out 
very valuable people. This Bill is part 
and parcel of that horrid legislation 
that was inaugurated in 1881], which 
some people call motherly, and others 
grandmotherly, and under which no one 
can stir to the right or to the left with- 
out the permission of the State. If it 
ecmes io 2 Vote, I shall have very great 
pleasure in voting against this Bill. 


Top Marquess or SALISBURY: My 
Lords, I am a little puzzled at the various 
grounds of objection to this Bill. The 
noble Lord who represents the county 
Council in this House has put forward 
two grounds of objection to the Bill. 
One is that if the Bill had been in opera- 
Lord Monkswell. 
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tion at the time we might have rejected 
the Huguenots. The other was that he 
himself had addressed two meetings at 
Toynbee Hall, an institution of very ad- 
vanced political proclivities, I believe, 
and that at those meetings he found 
that two-thirds of the assembly agreed 
with himself. I am surprised that the 
proportion was so small. I do not think 
that either of these two grounds can 
affect the attitude of the House towards 
this Bill, or be said to be adequate 
reasons for dealing in a hostile manner 
with it. The noble Lord who has just 
sat down appears to object to the Bill 
because it is one on the lines of the Land 
Act of 1881. I have the strongest pos- 
sible objection to that ‘Act, and have 
always been prepared to join in any rea- 
sonable denunciation of it, but I cannot 
see what it has to do with this Bill. As 
to the objection of the noble and learned 
Lord opposite, that this Bill is intro- 
duced by a private Member of the House, 
the noble and learned Lord has tried to 
fasten upon us a set of formulas which 
has grown up in the House of Commons 
from the very nature of their procedure. 
The Government must have the control 
of the business of that House. That 
control is increasing every year to such 
a degree that private Members are cry- 
ing out loudly on the subject. Conse 
quently, it is reasonable that the most 
important subjects of legislation should 
be looked for at the hands of the Govern- 
ment, but in this House the Government 
has no more control over the order of 
legislation than any other Member of 
the House, and there is no reason what- 
ever for the idea that that class of Mea- 
sures, that is to say, all Measures of im- 
portance, should be reserved for the 
action of the Government; and I would 
remind the noble and learned Lord, 
especially in respect of social matters, 
that the principle is of very modem 
growth. He will remember that the 
whole of that long series of Acts which 
dealt with the lot of the labourer in 
various manufactures were almost all 
introduced by a private Member—Lord 


Shaftesbury. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: My point is that 
they had not, so far as I know, been 
promised in Queen’s Speeches. 
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Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: I am 
not sure about that. 1 should think 
they had. We have not thought fit to 
bring this Bill forward, because we have 
not thought that we should be able to 
find room in the House of Commons for 
it, but that is no reason why we should 
not encourage the noble Earl to bring 
it forward. The last thing necessary in 
this House is to discourage independent 
Members from bringing legislation for- 
ward. On the contrary, I wish that by 
some means we could induce independent 
Members te take a very much larger 
share in the deliberative duties of the 
House. The state of the case is this: 
every nation in the world has one of 
two powers—either the power of abso- 
lutely turning aliens from its shores, or 
the power which they possess in 
America of forbidding them to enter the 
country if they are likely to become a 
public charge. I only use that phrase 
because it is the most comprehensive of 
all, and includes idiots, lunatics, and 
persons suffering from any dangerous, 
contagious, or infectious disease. I 
understand that the word “pauper” is 
added to the words “a person likely to 
become a public charge,” because it in- 
dicates that if a person already has been 
a public charge that is a presumption 
that he will become so here, and that he 
had better remain in his own country. 
There is no doubt that this power is 
possessed by all countries, and that is, to 
my mind, a very considerable answer to 
the demands of the noble and learned 
Lord for an inquiry. On new and virgin 
subjects no doubt inquiries are very 
interesting, and sometimes of great 
utility ; but I confess I look sometimes 
with despair on the ever-increasing pile 
of Blue Books on my table on one subject 
or another, at times so voluminous that 
they would discourage the most active 
reader. I remember that one Commis- 
sion sat for five years, and printed as 
much evidence as would cover half an 
acre of land, and no action has yet been 
taken. Still, no doubt Commissions 
are valuable things, but they are not 
the only means of information ; and when 
you find that every other country im 
the world, whether despotic or demo- 
cratic, or whether of the Teutonic or 
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Latin races, has this legislation, I think 
we may say that the inquiry is concluded, 
and that it is not necessary to delay legis- 
lation for the purpose of carrying inquiry 
further. The noble and learned Lord 
dwelt upon the difficulty of selecting des- 
titute aliens from the numbers that come, 
as he expressed it, every day the two- 
hours’ journey across the Channel. I 
think the noble Lord has not noticed 
the power given in the Bill to select the 
ports at which it shall be carried into 
execution. No one proposes that Folke- 
stone or Dover should be of the number, 
because it is not there that the number 
of destitute aliens is really formidable. 
There are other ports in the country, 
which will readily occur to the mind of 
the noble Lord, where such aliens come 
in considerable numbers, and not many 
other passengers. It appears to me that 
this legislation is wise and desirable, and 
I shall certainly support my noble Friend 
for this reason: that the number is 
increasing of those chargeable to the 
rates. The noble and learned Lord dwelt 
very much upon the politico-economical 
question of whether it would save British 
workmen from competition. That is an 
important consideration. It has had its 
due weight with the advocates of the 
Measure, but it is not the only—I doubt 
if it is the most important—considera- 
tion. The evil is that these destitute 
aliens are concentrated on particular por- 
tions of the community, upon particular 
parishes, and that they weigh down the 
rates where the rates are already a heavy 
burden. I am told—and this is an 
answer to the noble Lord who spoke last 
but one [Lord Monkswell]—that in 1897 
980 aliens were relieved in St. George’s- 
in-the-East, of whom 908 were Russian 
and Polish Jews. Now, that seems to me to 
dispose of the contention that the Jewish 
community relieves them all. We are 
the only country which undertakes as a 
necessary obligation the maintenance of 
those who are destitute, and we conceive 
that we have a right, which we ought to 
exercise, to refuse to have the destitution, 
the abject destitution often, of other 
countries thrust upon our shores, to add 
to the obligations with which we have to 
deal. The rates are hard enough as it is. 
I know no more helpless, no more 


pathetic figure in our present community 
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than the English ratepayer. If you 
read the Statutes you would imagine 
that he had unlimited power of protect- 
ing himself. In reality, he has no power 
whatever. Boards have been called into 
existence, whose chief duty appears to 
be to pile new burdens on his shoulders, 
and his inability to combine is so great 
that he is at the mercy of every spoiler. 
The rates are rising, rising, rising, and 
many philanthropic members of the com- 
munity think there is no better way in 
which they can spend their time than in 
discovering new modes by which new 
rates can be laid upon the ratepayer. I 
wish, at all events, to save him from a 
burden which he ought not to bear. He 
ought not to bear the destitution which 
had its origin in foreign lands, and which 
is due to the social and political govern- 
ment of those lands; and my desire to 
do that is not diminished when I look «ct 
the circumstances of the world at large. 
It is evident that the power of commu- 
nities to deal with the burdens which 
political circumstances put on them is 
diminishing rather than increasing, that 
the roll of destitute persons in every 


foreign country, or almost every 
foreign country, is becoming larger 
and more formidable, that the diffi- 
culty of struggling against taxation, 
which is constantly increasing, is 
rising higher and higher, and _ that 
under the pressure of that weight they 


seek lands where there is greater pros- 
perity, and more chance that industry 
may flourish. That is the danger which 
is constantly growing. I cannot see on 
the horizon any Louis XIV. driving any 
Huguenots to our shores, but I do see 
political arrangement and political aspira- 
tions of which the effect is to increase 
the burdens and fetter the industry of 
the people, and to augment the number 
of those who seek in flight from their 
native shores refuge from the evils forced 
on them by political circumstances. I 
should be glad if time permitted that 
we should grapple with this evil at 
once. It may be that we shall not be 
able to do so, but I must say that it is 
an evil, not very large in extent—for it 
practically applies in force to a few 
parishes only—but it is an evil of a very 
real and genuine kind, to which the 
attention of the social reformer ought to 
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be drawn, and with which I think Par. 
liament ought, at the earliest possible 
opportunity, to undertake to courageously 
deal. 


Tue EARL or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, the closing sentences of the noble 
Marquess’s remarks were, no doubt, very 
impressive, but I cannot help thinking 
that the considerations he put with so 
much weight before the House are rather 
of too much magnitude to apply to what, 
after all, is but a small evil, if it be one 
at all. It is impossible to believe that 
the burdens of this country, no doubt 
heavy enough, are really largely and 
sensibly increased by a certain number 
of aliens who come here and are unable 
to get their own livings. The question 
is, and I think it is by no means clearly 
proved, whether, when the balance is 
struck, it is really to our disadvantage 
to allow aliens to come into this country. 
I am myself inclined to believe that it is 
by no means a disadvantage to the coun- 
try to receive, at all events, a certain 
amount of foreign blood from time to 
time. But, my Lords, one argument 
was used by the noble Marquess from 
which I dissent altogether. I never 
before heard it laid down as a general 
proposition that where foreign nations 
are agreed upon some particular matter 
this nation ought necessarily to follow 
their example. There are many things 
as to which foreign nations are in 
agreement, whilst this country always 
has taken, and I hope always will take, 
a different view. I must confess—look- 
ing to the great differences between dif: 
ferent countries, their varied interests, 
their different forms of government, and 
the different condition of their people— 
I do not attach very great weight to the 
measures which they may have taken on 
this subject. Other countries are, of 
course, the best judges of their own inte 
rests, but it is our business to determine 
for ourselves what our interests demand, 
having regard to the circumstances of 
our population. My main contention is 
very much the same as that of my noble 
Friend near me. When you have to 
deal with a very complicated matter, 
which is not urgently pressing, which is 
controversial, and which admits of con- 
siderable diversity of opinion, it may be 
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wise to have it investigated by a Com- 
mission or Committee. In the circum- 
stances, I think it would be far better 
not to pledge ourselves to the Second 
Reading of this Bill before we possess 
the information showing that such a 
measure can be safely and wisely passed. 
For these reasons, although the Bill con- 
tains some provisions to which nobody 
can object—for example, the provision 
for the exclusion of lunatics—I am dis- 
posed not to agree to the Second Read- 
ing ot this Bill. 
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Barnard, L. Welby, L 

Bill read the second time, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday, June 14th next. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS) BILL. 

in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; and re-committed to the Stand 
ing Committee. 


House 


LICENSING (DISQUALIFICATION OF 

JUSTICES REMOVAL) BILL /H.L.] 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; and re-committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee. 


LUNACY BILL [(H.L.] 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; and re-committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee. 


PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[H.L.] 


Read the third time (according to 
order) ; passed, and sent to the Commons. 


FUNERAL OF MR. GLADSTONE. 


Top MARQUESS or SALISBURY: 
Before we separate I beg to move, with 
your Lordships’ permission— 


“That this House do attend the funeral of 
the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone on Saturday 
next.” 


Question put. 
Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at 6.15. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 23rd May 1898. 





Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY RAILWAY 
BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


GREAT NORTH OF SCOTLAND RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY (WEST RIDING 
LINES) BILL [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time 


BAKEWELL GAS BILL [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
an Amendment. 


KEW BRIDGE AND APPROACHES BILL. 


(Queen’s Consent signified); Read the 
third time, and passed. 


EAST HAM IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read a third time. 
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HIGHAM AND HUNDRED OF HOO 
WATER BILL. 


As amended, to be considered upon 
Friday, 10th June. 


Lords Commissioners. 


MID-KENT WATER BILL. 


As amended, to be considered upon 
Friday, 10th June. 


SCUTHWARK AND VAUXHALL WATER 
BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


USK VALLEY RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY BILL. 
(By Order) ; 


amended, deferred 


Consideration, as 
till Thursday, 9th 


| June. 





TO ATTEND THE LORDS 
COMMISSIONERS. 
The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal 
Assent to Special Juries Act, 1898; Bail 
Act, 1898; Metropolitan Commons 
(Barnes) Supplemental Act, 1898 ; Local 
Government Board (Ireland) Provisional 
Order Confirmation (No. 1) Act, 1898; 
Local Government Board’s Provisional 
Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Act, 1898; 
Local Government Board’s Provisional 
Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Act, 1898; 
Lancashire County Council (Bridges) Act, 
1898; Writers to the Signet Widows’ 


MESSAGE 


{Fund Act, 1898; Midlothian and Peebles 


District Board of Lunacy (Water Supply) 


Act, 1898; Mersey Docks (Various 
Powers) Act, 1898; Agricultural Com- 
pany of Mauritius Act, 1898; Guy’s 


Hospital Act, 1898; Patriotic Assurance 
Company’s Act, 1898; Tyne Improve- 
ment (Constitution and Works) Act, 
1898; Aberystwyth Gas Act, 1898; 
Folkestone Gas Act, 1898; City and 
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South London Railway Act, 1898; 
Eastern Telegraph Company’s Act, 1898 ; 
Saint Matthew, Bethnal Green (Church 
Rate Abolition) Act, 1898 ; Upper Assam 
Tea Company’s Act, 1898; Edinburgh 
and Leith Corporations Gas Act, 1898 ; 
Swansea Gas Act, 1898; City of Water- 
ford Gas Act, 1898; Chipstead Valley 
Railway Act, 1898; London and North 
Western Railway (Steam Vessels) Act, 
1898 ; Whitwick and Coalville Gas Act, 
1898; Hartlepool Gas and Water Act, 


1898; Edinburgh Merchant Company 
Act, 1898; Norton and Halton Roads 
Act, 1898; Edinburgh and _ District 


Waterworks Act, 1898; Marianao and 
Havana Railway Company’s Act, 1898 ; 
Morley Corporation (Gas, etc.) Act, 
1898 ; Great Orme Tramways Act, 1898 ; 
Mersey Docks (New Works) Act, 1898; 
Hart’s Divorce Act, 1898. 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL [H.L.] 


To be read a second time upon Monday, 
13th June. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LONDON, CHATHAM AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


MARKET HARBOROUGH GAS BILL 
{H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 
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POWELL DUFFRYN STEAM COAL 
COMPANY BILL [H.L.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


, 
EAST AND WEST WALES RAILWAY 
BILL. 
On the Order for the Second 
Reading— 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


_ “That the Bill be re-committed to the former 
Committee.”—( Mr. Lloyd-George.) 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon Dis- 
trict): Mr. Speaker, I rise to move the 
Motion that my name, and 
I do so upon two or three grounds. 
With regard to the scheme itself, I under- 
stand that the Committee had sufficient 
evidence as to the desirability of making 
a railway of this kind. 


stands in 


It is a scheme 
for making a railway across central 
Wales, to Aberystwyth, and other popular 
summer resorts, and bringing them more 
or less into direct communication with 
the Midlands. The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee, in giving the decision of the 
Committee, said that the preamble had 
not been proved, and he used the follow- 
ing words— 


“The Committee fully recognise the enor- 
mous public advantages which would accrue 
from an undertaking of this character if carried 
out on the proposed lines,” 


and anyone who examines the facts must 
come to the same conclusion as the Com- 
mittee came to on that particular point. 
First of all, the railway proposes to 
serve a district which is not served at 
the present moment by any line of rail- 
way, neither the Cambrian, nor the 
London and North Western, nor the 
Great Western ; none of these lines tap 
this district at all. It is a very, very 


large and important district—one of 
considerable mineral resources—and it 
contains a large agricultural area. It 


there were a railway of this kind the 
mineral resources could be opened up, 
and the agricultural products would have 
a more accessible market than they have 
at the present moment. Then there is 
another point with regard to that. There 
is absolutely no local opposition to the 
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scheme. On the contrary, all the land- 
ewners along the line support it emphati- 
cally. The largest landowner through 
which the line would run, Lord Lisburne, 
sent his agent before the Committee to 
say he was in favour of it. The pro- 
posed line would run something like five 
or six miles through his estate. He 
could not, however, give it financial 
support, for the simple reason that he is 
but a life tenant, and was, therefore, not 
in a position to make arrangements with 
the company which he would otherwise 
have been glad to make. All the local 
authorities support the scheme. The 
county councils of Montgomeryshire, Rad- 
norshire, and Cardiganshire—the county 
councils for the three areas through 
which the line would run—without dis- 
tinction, have a most unanimous feeling 
in favour of the and anyone 
who acquainted with the district 
must know that it will make an enormous 
difference to this country, whether a rail- 
way of this kind is made or not. There 
fore it is beyond all matter of doubi 
that the Committee, so far as the first 
part of their decision was concerned, were 
right in saying that it would 
encrmous advantages to the public of 
these three counties. Why, then, was 
the scheme rejected! It was rejected 
purely and simply upon financial grounds. 
The only evidence the promoters adduced 
in support of the financial portion of the 
scheme was that nearly £70,000—I1 
believe £68,000 is the exact figure—had 
been already promised to be subscribed 
to the ordinary share capital of the com- 
pany. But not only that—there was, 
in addition, the evidence of the Great 
Western Railway manager, who stated 
that he was prepared to recommend to 
his directors that they should work the 
line in perpetuity at 60 per cent. Now, 
that was the whole of the evidence, and 
the Committee did not consider that it 
was sufficient. I do not, of course, 
intend to criticise their decision. Pro- 
bably, upon the evidence, they could do 
nothing else than come to the decision 
at which they arrived. My object in 
moving this Motion is to ask the House 
to give the promoters another oppor- 
tunity this year of proving that they 
have sufficient financial support to carry 
the scheme, and I do this on behalf 
af the local Member, who is unable to 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


scheme, 


is 


secure 
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be present to move this himself. The 
whole of the district very strongly sup. 
ports this scheme, and the promoters 
assure me that if another opportunity 
is afforded them they would be in a 
position to prove to the same Committee 
that the financial support to be given 
to the scheme is perfectly adequate for 
the purpose of a railway of this charac- 
ter. I do not suppose that they would 
be able at the present’) moment to give 
particulars, but if only another fortnight 
or three weeks be given them, and if 
the Bill be re-committed to the same 
Committee, the time will be perfectly 
ample for them to make their arrange- 
ments. All I ask the House to do is 
to send the Bill back to the same Com- 
mittee again, in order enable the 
promoters to adduce fresh evidence, 
which they believe will be forthcoming, 
for the purpose of proving that they are 
in a position to finance this scheme 
properly. I make an earnest appeal, 
especially to the members of the Com- 
mittee, on behalf of the locality. It is 
a matter of great importance to the 
locality, and I hope that the members 
of the Committee will rather go out of 
their way to give the facilities I ask in 
order to enable this scheme to go through 
in the course of the current year. The 
district is in really a very bad way. The 
mines have been closed, and there used 
to be some very large mines there, and 
very paying ones, but they have been 
closed purely and simply owing to foreign 
competition, which has sent down the 
price of lead and other minerals. These 
mines are so many miles away from a 
railway station that the heavy railway 
carriage makes it an utter impossibility 
for them to successfully stand against 
foreign competition. If there were such 
a line as this running through the heart 
of this district, it would open up these 
mines again, and enable hundreds and 
thousands of small peasant proprietors, 
who are now compelled to go to South 
Wales as labourers, to work their own 
farms, and by that means the agricul- 
tural prosperity of the district would be, 
to a certain extent, restored. I do hope 
that, in the interests of this district, the 
House will allow the promoters to have 
another opportunity of satisfying the 
Committee with regard to the financial 
soundness of their scheme, and of their 
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ability to properly carry it through. 
This they are asking on their own 
responsibility. If they are not prepared 
with fresh evidence then they are not 
asking the Committee to come to any 
different decision upon the _ evidence 
which has already been adduced. They 
simply ask for an opportunity of adducing 
fresh evidence, and stronger evidence, 
as to the financial support of the scheme, 
which they believe they will be in a 
position to adduce. [If this resolu- 
tion is carried, and they go before the 
Committee, an dare not prepared with 
that further and stronger evidence, then 
the Bill will be again thrown out, and 
probably the promoters will be punished 
by being mulcted in costs. With that 
grave responsibility resting upon them 
the promoters ask for the re-committal 
of this Bill, and I earnestly trust that the 
House will see its way to concede their 
request in this important matter. 


Mr. W. JONES (Carnarvon, Arfon): I 
beg, Sir, to second the Motion. In addi- 
tion to what my honourable Friend has 
said as to the local authorities being in 
favour of this scheme, and as to its bring- 
ing the district into communication with 
Manchester, Birmingham, London, and 
other towns, I can say that it would 
bring us into communication with the 
South Wales colliery district. Now, that 
is an important consideration, because 
just now the cost of bringing a ton of 
coals from South Wales to this district 
is 25s., whereas, if this railway were 
made, it would be just about 5s., or a 
little under. In addition to that, there 
is another consideration. All the lead 
mines in this district are not disused. A 
few only—some of the old mines—may 
have gone out of use, and may have 
hecome unworkable, but this is con- 
sidered to be the best lead district in 
Great Britain, and I have heard within 
the last few hours that a wealthy Belgian 
capitalist is opening up negotiations for 
working this district. Besides, if this 
line were made, it would bring London, 
and some of the more important watering 
places, into closer touch with this district 
by three hours. Just now, it takes nine 
hours to go from London to Aberystwyth, 
and by this line it would take six. The 
line opens up facilities for trade, and it 
opens up facilities for better communica- 


{23 May 1898} 








Business. 298 


tion for the people. The consensus of 
feeling in favour of the Bill in the 
locality is exceedingly strong, and I hope 
that the House will give some heed to 
that feeling by at least allowing the Bill 
to be re-committed. 


Mr. NEWDIGATE (Warwickshire, 
N.E.): Mr. Speaker, I must ask the 
indulgence of this House before venturing 
to hope that the House will not accede to 
the appeal of the two honourable Gentle- 
men who have just spoken. The Chair- 
man of the Committee ought really to 
ask the House to reject this Motion, but 
unfortunately he is absent at the present 
time. In the first place, I-should like to 
thank the honourable Member for the 
Carnarvon district for the exceedingly 
kind way in which he spoke of the opinion 
of the Committee on this Bill, and I can 
assure the House that that opinion was 
not arrived at hurriedly, but it was only 
arrived at after considering every possible 
piece of evidence that could be put before 
us. We were all agreed as to the value 
of the proposed line; we all thought i# 
would open up a rich mineral and agri- 
cultural district, and that it would also 
lead to enormous advantages to the sur: 
rounding district; but I venture to urge 
to the House that in granting a mono- 
poly—which we should have been doing 
had we passed this Bill—we must first 
of all ascertain and make certain in our 
own minds that we are granting a mono- 
poly to persons who have got some back- 
ing behind them. Unfortunately, what- 
ever evidence was brought before us could 
not satisfy us that there was that back- 
ing which every concern of this descrip- 
tion should have. Perhaps I may tell 
the House in a few words what happened. 
The capital which was asked for for the 
purpose of forming this railway was the 
sum of £700,000 in £10 shares, and they 
asked for borrowing powers up _ to 
£230,000. What was brought before the 
Committee on the 5th May was that the 
deficit had been placed at £23,800. In 
addition to that, Sir William Ingram, 
whose absence I am sure we all very much 
regret, had promised to subscribe the 
sum of £10,000, and then some other 
gentleman, whose name was not 
given 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: His name was 


given---Mr. Barrow. 
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Mr. NEWDIGATE: I was coming to 
that ; that happened the day after. This 
gentleman was supposed to have a large 
sum of money to place for the working 
of this railway. On the 5th May we were 
not satisfied with the financial aspect of 
this Bill, and we told the promoters so, 
and we adjourned iill the following day ; 
and we requested that on the following 
day some statement should be made to 
us giving better promise of financial sup- 
port than had already been placed before 
us. What happened next day? With 
the exception of an additional sum of 
£20,000, which was promised by Mr. 
Barrow, who is a mortgagee of the Mil- 
ford and Manchester Railway, there was 
no more capital promised. The honour- 
able Member for the Carnarvon district 
made a great point of the manager of the 
Great Western Railway Company promis- 
ing to work the railway; but what was 
it he really did? The general manager 
of the Great Western Railway Company 
came before the Committee, and, as my 
honourable Friend has mentioned, said 
that his company were prepared to take 
the li over and work it if 60 per cent. 
of the profits were paid to them; and 
then the Chairman put this very pertinent 
question to Mr. Wilkinson—whether he 
would be prepared to advise the Great 
Western Company to advance the neces- 
sary capital to enable this scheme to be 
worked, and the answer given was a mosi 
decided no. Tt was the same with 
everybody who was interested in the 
scheme. The honourable Member has 
mentioned Lord Lisburne. Well, Lord 
Lisburne has something like 40,000 acres, 
and enormous benefit would accrue to his 


ne 
ait 


estate if this line were built. My 
honourable Friend said that he was 
not able to give financial — sup- 
port to the scheme because he was 


only a life tenant, but surely if this line 
were such a good thing as the promoters 
make out, he would have been willing to 
place a small sum at their disposal. | 
sincerely hope, as do all the Members oi 
the Committee, that perhaps next year, 
when this Bill is broucht before a Com- 
mittee of this House again, that better 
financial proposals may then be brought 
forward, because the Committee are ali 
of one mind in hoping that this railway 
will be made, but I do venture to sug- 
gest to the House, and to appeal to tie 
House, that we have given the subject 
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every possible consideration and atten- 
tion, but when we found that the finan- 
cial proposals were inadequate—and even 
at the present moment the honourable 
Member for Carnarvon, who can always 
by his eloquence make a case appear 
good, whether it is good or bad, cannot 
assure us that the promoters will have 
better proposals to lay before the House. 
We could not pass the Bill, and I hope 
the House will support the Committee 
in the action we took. J thank the 
House for so kindly listening to what I 
have had to say on this matter. 


Mr. EVANS (Glamorgan, Mid): It is 
not necessary for us to argue upon the 
very clever speech made by the honour- 
able Member who has just sat down, 
whose courtesy on the Committee every- 
body acknowledges. It 
necessary that this railway should be 
built. That was 
ourable Mem»er. 
whether not 
should be given 


is, however, 
admitted by the hon- 
It is a mere question 
or another opportunity 
to the promoters of 
carrying out this public work, which 
would be for the public benefit. The 
honourable Member who has just sat 
down, took some trouble, which I can 
assure him was absolutely unnecessary, 
to de‘end the Committee, as if 
aspersion had beea cast upon its conduct. 
As I understand it, no one at all denies 
that the Committee did a proper thing, 
and came to a right conclusion upon the 
evidence before them. I myself had an 
opportunity of listening to some of the 
evidence with regard to the public char- 
acter of the undertaking, and I heard 
also what took place with reference to 
the financial pronosals. The sole object 
of the promoters in asking for the re- 
committal of the Bill is that they should 
not be prevented from finding the neces- 
sary money, as I believe my honourable 
and learned Friend has satisfied himself 
that they can do, and from laying their 
the Committee again this 
This railway will really be for 
the benefit of that part of the country. 
It is a very useful scheme, making as it 
does Aberystwyth three miles nearer 
London than it is at the present moment, 
and I do not think it should be lost to 
the public for another year if the pro- 
moters are prepared to satisfy the Com- 
mittee that they are able to carry the 


some 


case before 


year. 
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matter out to a financial success. This 
proposal to go before the same Com- 
mittee shows, not only the financial 
capacity of the promoters, but their 
belief in the decision to which that Com- 
mittee came. It is quite clear that these 
promoters were not promoters of railway 
Bills of an ordinary kind. I believe they 
were a company which has already spent 
a considerable sum of money in the 
neighbourhood of Aberystwyth, which 
runs up to £150,000 or £160,000, and it 
may be that they did not consider it to 
be absolutely necessary to show that they 
could finance the undertaking to the 
fullest extent, and the time that the 
Committee gave them was only a few 
hours—from one day to the next—and 
itis quite impossible that in that time, if 
they had not given the necessary con- 
sideration to the matter before, they 
were able to satisfy the Committee that 
the thing was financially sound. They 
are asking now for another opportunity 
of doing so, and I hope that the House 
will give them that opportunity. What 
is the result of the two alternatives? If 
they go back before the Committee they 
must do one of two things. They must 
either satisfy the Comnitttee, or fail to 
satisfy the Committee. Surely nothing 
would be lost by that, and I am certain 
that the Committee would not ¢grudye 
another sitting for that purpose. That 
is what will happen if this Motion is 
carried. If it is not carried, the result 
will be that for a whole year this under- 
taking, which is admitted on all hands 
to be desired by all sections of the com- 
munity in the locality, and to be an 
undertaking which will be enormously 
for the public benefit, wili be delayed. 
Under circumstances [ do trust 
that the House will accede to the request 
cf the promoters. 


4} 
those 


Sm T. GIBSON CARMICHAEL (Mid- 
a Member of the Com- 
mittee to which reference has been made, 


Lothian): I was 


and that is my excuse for saying a word 
The hoaour- 
able Member for Carnarvon District has 


or two upon this matter. 


asked that the Committee should spend 
a little more time in considering this 
Bill. Personally, I think we should be 
perfectly willing to give up any extra 
time. My honourable Friend who has 
just sat down suggested that probably 
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only a day would be required, but I am 
not so sure of that, because, although it 
has not been referred to this afternooa 
yet, we have not heard the case which 
may be made out against the Bill; so far 
we have only heard the case of the pro- 
moters. It was pointed out that the 
Committee were unanimously of opinion 
that this scheme would probably be a 
good thing for the country ; but, on the 
other hand, we were certain that the 
financial proposals put before us were 
not such as to warrant us in passing the 
preamble. The next day, after the pro- 
moters had had time—a short time, but 
still some time—to see whether they 
could improve their position, they made 
certain statements to us, and then the 
Committee unanimously came to the 
conclusion that the financial proposals 
were in no way improved. We are now 
told that they are not prepared to give 
any financial statement at this moment, 
but that probably in a fortnight or so, 
after they have had time to go into the 
city and consult financiers, they may be 
able to come forward with such pro- 
posals as would warrant us in passing 
the preamble. I have no great Parlia- 
nentary experience, Sir, but it seems to 
me that very likely something of that 
sort might be done every day in regard 
to any private Bill which was thrown 
out in Committee on financial grounds, 
and it does seem to me, especially at this 
comparatively late period of the Ses- 
sion, that it would be a _ pity 
if this Bill were to be re-committed on 
such merely supposititious grounds as 
those. If better financial proposals can 
be made during the next fortnight, I can- 
thinking that they also might 
be made before next year. I must con- 
fess, as a Member of the Committee, that 
it struck me as strange that none of the 
would un- 
benefit—landowners, and 
of property 
which would yield a large sum of money 
—were willing to advance any 


Business. 





not help 


gentlemen who, I believe, 
doubtedly 


owners or lessees mines, 


money 
towards a scheme which would put so 
much in their pockets. I hope that the 
House will agree with the action which 
the Committee took, and will endorse 
that which the Committee believed to be 
right. 
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CotoneL A. LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): I regret to have to oppose this 
Bill, but I do so on extremely simple 
grounds. The honourable Members who 
advocate this proposal are brave men 
struggling with adversity, and I am 
bound to say that they have made a gal- 
lant fight; but the question ‘is a very 
simple one. The Committee rejected the 
Bill because the promotors had not suffi- 
cient money. That is, I am afraid, a 
common complaint with many people. 
What is more, they not only had not suffi- 
cient money then, but they cannot delimit 
the time when they will have it, although 
I think some suggestion has been made 
about a Belgian capitalist and lead—a 
gentleman who was anxious to invest his 
capital in this railway, and which I have 
no doubt would benefit the place very 
much. But the Committee especially re- 
jected the Bill for the reason that there 
were not sufficient funds then, and these 
funds are not forthcoming now. Then 
there is another rather important point, 
and that is that the witnesses for the 
opposers of this Bill have naturally 
returned to the country, and should this 
Bill be re-committed, the opposers would 
be put to further expense in bringing 
those witnesses back again. I cannot 
help thinking that this request is almost 
unprecedented and unreasonable—if any- 
thing unreasonable can come from Wales. 
In this instance, it seems as if honour- 
able Members have forgotten the trouble 
taken by the Committee. This decision 
was arrived at after four days’ patient 
investigation, and now we are asked to 
re-commit the Bill, which would involve 
the necessity of further expense on the 
part of the opponents in bringing their 
witnesses again to London. I trust that 
the House will not accept the Motion 
under these circumstances. 


Sr J. PEASE (Durham, Barnard 
Castle): I have only come in to listen 
to this Debate without knowing anything 
about the 


question. My honourable 


Friend on my right said that he had had 
very little experience of Committee work 
in this House. It so happens that I have 
had upwards of 40 years’ experience on 
one side of the Table or the other—some- 
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times promoting Bills and sometimes sit. 
ting in judgment upon them. But I think 
it is almost an unheard-of case, where 
a Committee has deliberately given an 
opinion, not so much on the merits of the 
Bill itself as on the financial aspect of 
the scheme which have been laid before 
it, to come back again to this House, and 
ask that the Bill shall be recommitted 
in order to give the promoters time to 
mmprove their financial proposals, in 
order to carry out the scheme. This Bill 
must have been deposited last Novem- 
ber. The plans must have been here last 
December, and they have had from that 
day to this time to consider their finan- 
cial prospects, which the Committee have 
condemned as unsuitable to the occasion. 
Now, the honourable and gallant Member 
opposite spoke about impecuniosity being 
a common complaint, but in this case it 
is not so much that the promoters are 
impecunious as that the scheme does not 
take in the district through which the 
railway is to go. What would this House 
do, if in every case of compulsory pur- 
chase the parties were to do what these 
promoters are doing? This kind of thing 
would lock up the district against the 
proper development of a scheme for 
which money would be found on a proper 
financial basis. It is really to be hoped 
that the House will pause before it re 
commits this Bill. If it re-commits this 
Bill it seems to me that it opens a door 
for an enormous amount of what I may 
call “back lash” in legislation. The 
duties of a Committee would never ter- 
minate, nor would the labours of this 
House ever come to an end. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): As a mem- 
ber of this Committee, I have some difti- 
dence in speaking of this matter, as I am 
not very familiar with the practice of the 
I think, in view 
of the general agreement of opinion on 
the part of all the local authorities, and 
all the local representatives of the dis 
trict, that there is in this case an excep- 
tional reason for some more consideration 
being given to this Bill. As has already 
been said, the Committee were of one 
mind in regard to the usefulness o! the 
proposed line, in regard to the direction 
of it, and also in regard to the prospects 
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of it after hearing the evidence of the | 
Great Western manager. There were no | 
two opinions with regard to that point. 
As has been said, the main difficulty was 
that the money promised for the promo- 
tion of this line was altogether inade- 
quate, and, although those who are now 
asking for the Bill to be re-committed 
have not quarrelled at all in any sense 
with the decision of the Committee on 
that point, it was the only reasonable 
decision to which the Committee could 
come; although, for my own part, I 
differ from my colleagues on that parti- 
cular point, because I considered it was 
quite possible for additional financial 
arrangements to be made in the time 
that would elapse between the Bill leav- 
ing the Commons and going to the Lords. 


Mr. NEWDIGATE: I would like to 
point out to the House that when this 
question was before the Committee the 
honourable Member never took the 
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trouble to divide upon that point, nor | 


to have his objection recorded in the 
Journals of the Committee. I think the 


honourable Member is treating the Com- | 


mittee rather badly on this point. 


Mrz. GODDARD: It is true that I did | 


not divide the Committee. There would 
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not have been much sense in that, when 
the numbers were three to one; but Ido 


| not think that any Member of the Com- 


mittee mistook my meaning in regard to 
it, or that I hesitated to express my 
opinion. I am sure every member of the 
Committee will know that to the very 
last I took the view which I have ex- 
pressed here, that it would be a wise and 
proper thing to allow the Bill to go on. 
Now, Sir, I take it that the arguments 
that have been brought forward by the 
honourable Member for the Carnarvon 
District would not have been brought 
forward unless he had very good reason 
for saying what he did. He said that 
there were improved financial arrange 
ments almost ready. Perhaps he is not 
willing to commit himself to any definite 
sum, or any definite contribution—but I 
do not think he would make such a state 
ment if he had not known that there was 
a reasonable prospect of it coming about. 
As it is not a very long matter, I think 
the House might, in a case like this, 
considering the unanimous opinion of all 
the local authorities, re-commit this Bill. 


(Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes 89; 
Noes 178.—(Division List No. 115.) 


AYES. . 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 


Billson, Alfred 


Giles, 


Blake, 

Brookfield, A. Montagu Griffith, Ellis J. 
Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence | Harwood, George 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton | 


Collery, Bernard 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Jcseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Daly, James 

Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Chas. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 
Duncombe. Hon. Hubert V. 
Ellis, T. E. (Merionethshire) 
Engledew, Charles John 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Healy, T. M. 


Howell, 


Jones, Wm. 





| Charles Tyrrell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Gourley, Sir Edward T. 
Edward | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
(Louth, N.) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
William Tudor 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Labouchere, Henry 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 
Lyttelton, Hon. 
Macaleese, Daniel 
McDonnell, Dr.M.A.(Qn.’sCo.) 
MacNeill, John G. 
McCartan, Michael 


M‘Hugh, FE. (Armagh, S.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Maddison, Fred. 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Roche, John (Galway, "E.) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Shee, James John 

Sheehy, David 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen) 


Alfred 


Swift 
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Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Tully, Jasper 

Waring, Col. Thomas 

Weir, James Galloway 





Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Wm. (Middlesex) 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Asher, Alexander 


Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baird, John George Alex. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M.H. (Brist’l) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 


Boulnois, Edmund 


Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Mdsx.) 


Bowles, T. 


G. (King’s Lynn) 


Brodrick, Rt. Hen. St. John | 


Brown, Alexander H. 
Brunner, Sir John T. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (Lancs, N.} 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Channing, Francis <Ailston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cruddas, Wm. Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Denny, Colonel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc.) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne} 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 





{ COMMONS} 


Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NOES. 


FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzWygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 

Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greville, Captain 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. 
Helder, Augustus 
Hornby, William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 


H. 





Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil | 


Hutchinson,Capt G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. | 
Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth | 


Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Hy. Currie 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’!) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Lowther, J. W. (Cumberland) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpcol) 


| 


| 


| 


McCalmont, H.. L. B.(Cambs.) | 


McCalmont, Col. J.(Ant’m,E.) 
McEwan, William 

McKillop, James 

Maden, John Henry 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


TELLERS 
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FOR THE AyEs— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and 

Milbank. an 


Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (M’ntrose) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Pease, Sir J. W. (Durham 
Pickersgiill, Edward Hare 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyron 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. Jas. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renf.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarksh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walrond, Sir William Hood 


Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Wayman, Thomas 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 


Wedderburn, Sir William 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Woodall, William 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robt. Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Newdigate and Sir 
Thomas Gibson-Carmichael. 











oe | 


se) 
“d) 
te) 


ne 


)']) 


if.) 


h.) 


s— 
Sir 
vel. 








309 Private Bill 


NORWICH ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments; R«po:t 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


YEOVIL CORPORATION BILL [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PLYMOUTH CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 

Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee on the Great 
Western Railway (Additional Powers) Bill 
of Session 1897 and the Harrow, Uxbridge, 
and High Vycombe Railway Bill of 
Session 1897 be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Great Central Railway Bill 
of this Session—( Dr. Farquharson.) 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE. 

Ordered, That the Chairman of Ways 
and Means be discharged from attendance 
on the Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2), Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
Pilotage Provisional Order, Gainsborough 
Gas, Drogheda Gas, Crystal Palace Com- 
pany, Cromer Gas, Easton and Church 
Hope Railway (Extension of Time), Bom- 
bay, Baroda, and Central India Railway 
Company [H.L.], Cranbrook and Paddock 
Wood Railway [H.L.], Crowhurst, Sidley, 
and Bexhill Railway [H.L.],and Liskeard 
Corporation Water [H.L.] Bills, and that 
Mr. John Ellis be appointed Chairman cf 
the Committees on the said Bills—( Dr. 
Farquharson.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) 
BILL [H.L.] 
That they have passed a Bill intituled 
“An Act to confer additional powers on 
the Court of Teinds in Scotland with 
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reference to the alteration of the sites of 
parish churches, and of the districts 
attached, and with reference to colle- 
giate charges.” 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY (WALES) BILL [H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “An Act for 
conferring further powers upon the Lon- 
don and North Western Railway Com- 
pany in relation to their Chester and 
Holyhead Railway; and for other pur- 
poses.” 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.] 

Also a_ Bill intituled “An Act 
for conferring further powers upon the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company in relation to their own under- 
taking, and other undertakings in which 
they are interested jointly with other 


companies; and for other purposes.” 


CLONTARF AND HILL OF HOW7H 
TRAMROAD BILL [H.L.] 
Also a Bill intituled “An Act 
for making a tramroad in the county of 
Dublin ; and for other purposes.” 


KETTERING WATER BILL 
(H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “An Act 
to authorise the Urban District Council 
of Kettering to purchase the undertaking 
of the Kettering Waterworks Company ; 
and for other purposes.” 


TYNEMOUTH CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “An _ Act 
to empower the Corporation of Tyne- 
mouth to obtain water from the River 
Font, in the county of Northumberland, 
for the supply of the borough of Tyne- 
mouth and adjacent places ; and for other 
purposes.” 
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HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]} 
Bill intituled “An Act 
to empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the county borough of Hali- 
fax to construct 
tramways, street 
provements ; 


Also a 


additional waterworks, 
and im- 
to confer further powers 
with respect to their gasworks undertak- 
ing; to amend some of the provisions of 
the local Acts in force within the 
borough ; and for other purposes.” 


widenings, 


FOLKESTONE WATER BILL [H.L.] 
Also a Bill intituled “An Act 
for the granting of further powers to the 


Folkestone Waterworks Company.” 


That they have agreed to— 
Amendments to— 


EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER 


BILL [H.L.] 


MORLEY CORPORATION 
(H.L.] 


GAS BILL 


GREAT ORME TRAMWAY AND 
TRAMROAD BILL [H.L.] 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (NEW WORKS) BILL [H.L.] 


Without Amendment. 


ATTENDANCE OF CHILDREN AT 
SCHOOL (SCOTLAND) BILL 
(H.L.] 

That thev have passed a Bill intituled 
“An Act to further amend the law of 
Scotland with respect to the attendance 
of children at school.” 


HAMILTON WATER BILL [H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “An Act for 
authorising the Hamilton Waterworks 
Commissioners to make and maintain 
additional waterworks, and for conferring 
further powers upon those Commis: 
sioners; and for other purposes.” 


{ COMMONS } 
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BACUP CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[H.L.] 


Also a Bill intituled “An Aet 
to empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the borough of Bacup to 
construct additional waterworks ; and for 
other purposes.” 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (WALES) BILL [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


CLONTARF AND HILL OF HOWTH 
TRAMROAD BILL  [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


KETTERING WATER BILL [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


TYNEMOUTH CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL [HL] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


FOLKESTONE WATER BILL [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


HAMILTON WATER BILL [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
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BACUP CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(HACCONBY FEN) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
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LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

*Mr. SPICER (Monmouth Boroughs) : 

Before this Bill is read a Third Time I 

should like to say a word or two, be 

cause if it passes in its present shape it 
will do great injustice, and will entail a 

very heavy loss on a charity which is now 

This Bill 

gives the Government power to purchase 
certain lands for police court purposes, 
and part of these lands which it is thus 
authorised to obtain are the property of 
the Bishopsgate Foundation. This is the 
foundation with which the late Rev. Mr. 

Rogers was so closely identified, and he 
was the means of re-organising it in 1891, 
It is now placed on a broad and liberal 
basis, and is doing splendid work in the 
way of a technical institutein the City of 
London, and during the last six months 
of its career no less than half a million 
attendances were made. If this Bill goes 
through in its present shape it means 
that part of their land, which has recently 
been let with the consent of the Charity 
Commissioners on a building lease for 90 
years, on very favourable terms, will be 
taken from them, and the money so 
obtained will have to be invested in Con- 
sols, so that there will be a direct mone- 
tary loss, and the charity will be unable 
to do as much work as they otherwise 
would. Although I do not intend to 
divide the House on the question, I do 
venture to ask whether the Government 
are not prepared to give some extra con- 
sideration, in view of the nature 
of the charity and in view of the 
work that it is doing. It is not as if the 
Government were dealing with a private 
individual. It is dealing with a charity 
that is effecting large good in the City. 
There is no other institution of the kind, 
and by taking this land you are contining 
its operations, because the difference be- 
tween the amount now received from the 
land the Government propose to take and 
the interest from Consols which the money 
will have to be invested in is a very large 


doing extremely good service. 
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difference, and will be a serious loss of 
income; and then, in addition to that, 
there is the loss of the value of the 
reversion that would accrue to the 
estate. Therefore I venture to ask the 
Government whether it is not possible to 
give rather more generous terms in the 
purchase of this estate than they would 
do in the case of a private individual. 





Mr. COLLINGS (Birmingham, Bordes- | 
ley): I hardly understand my honour- | 
able Friend to oppose this Bill, which is | 
for the compulsory acquisition of land | 
for the purpose of the police service. | 
There is no practical objection, I under. | 
stand, on the part of the trustees to the | 
Government acquiring this land—it 4 
merely a question of the price to be paid 
for it. I take it that my honourable | 
Friend wishes the House to insert some | 
clause by which that price should | 
be settled. But my honourable | 
Friend is, of course, aware that| 
all questions of price and compensa- 
tion are settled under a section of the 
Lands Clauses Act. Before the court 
which is provided for by that section 
every argument that can be advanced 
on the one side or the other may be 
advanced. My honourable Friend can 
himself attend, and state in the witness- 
box the reason why the price should be as 
high as he wishes it to be ; but I think he 
will see, as the Committee did upstairs, | 
that it will be impossible for this| 
House, without the information before | 
it which would enable it to settle what 
the price should be, to enter upon the 
consideration of a question of that charac- 
ter. That will be left to the court, which 
will take into consideration all the argu- 
ments that can be brought before it, | 
and will decide the question as to what 
is a fair price to be paid by the Receiver 
General. I hope, therefore, that my 
honourable Friend will be satisfied with 
the explanation I have given, and not 
prolong this discussion. 








LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to the borough of Ashton-under-Lyne, 
and the urban district of Dukinfield, 
.and to the city of Chester.” 





Mr. Spicer. 
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Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T, 
W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Presented, and read the first time ; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
No. 228.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Dewsbury, Haworth, Leeds, and Stour- 
bridge.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. 
W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
No. 229.] 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Cheltenham (2), Fulwood, Salford, and 
Worthing, and to the Hanley, Stoke, and 
Fenton Joint Hospital District.” 


LOCAL 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. 
W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
No. 230.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to the parish of Lambeth and to the 
Newhaven and St. Olave’s unions.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. 
W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
No. 231.] 
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MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 
“To confirm Provisional Orders of the 
Secretary of State under the Military 
Lands Act, 1892.” 


Ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Brodrick and Mr. Powell Williams. 


Presented, and read the first time; 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
No. 232.] 


PETITIONS. 


ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
BILL. 


In favour: From Shipley ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 
For weekly payment: From Whitby 
and Honiton ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES REGULATION (No. 2) 
BILL. 

Against : From the Mining Association 

of Great Britain ; to lie upon the Table. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Against: From Burry Port; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: From Bath, 
Edinburgh, Glasgow, and Hastings; to 
lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 

In favour: From Bellshill, Greengairs, 
Bothwell, Kames, Clydebank, Dundee, 
Kirkfieldbank, Broughty Ferry, and 
Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table. 
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1898} 


ISLANDS OF CUMBRAE AND BUTE. 


For the erection of fortifications : From 
Helensburgh ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCUTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Against: From Dundee; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MIDWIVES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 
In favour: From Studley, Redditch, 
Cambridge, and Lincoln ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERAN- 
NUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Dundee ; 


to lie upon 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

In favour: From Partick ; to lie upon 

the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Bellville ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Stithians, Redruth, 
Portreath, Sheffield (2), Mount Hawke, 
Burrows, Bolingey, South Downs, North- 
ampton, Anvil Corner, New Marske, 
Leicester, Four Lanes, Aldeburgh, Wol- 
verhampton, Manaton, Leicestershire, 
Rodmell (2), Tamerton, Eves, Over 
Wyresdale, Lancaster, Pool, Buckhorn, 
Holsworthy (2), Brampton, Marham- 
church, Tunbridge Wells, Durham, Wil- 
lington, Waterhouses, St. Helens, Parton, 
Hastings (2), Durham (2), Ashwater, 
Piercebridge, Chesterfield, Old Chester- 
ton, Ledbury, Darlington (2), Brilley, 
Glasgow, Newport, Bromyard, Ivegill, 
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Stanhope, Hopkinstown, Rotherham, 
West Hartlepool, Gainsford, Beaumaris, 
Bodedern, South Hetton, Arnside, Win- 
ston, Kew, Titley, Rock Ferry, Deptford, 
and Caister; to lie upon the Table. 


SMALLER DWELLINGS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Against: From Partick; to lie upon 


the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Against: Of David Johnston; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS. 

Copy presented, of Fifteenth Keport 
of the Comptroller General of Patents, 
Designs, and Trade Marks, with Appen- 
dices, for the year 1897 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (SNAEFELL LEAD MINE 

ACCIDENT). 

Copy presented, of Reports to the Sec- 
retary of State for the Home Department 
by C. Le Neve Foster, Esq., one of Ter 
Majesty's Inspectors of Mines, and .\. 
E. Miller, Esq., M.E. on the circum- 
stances attending an underground fire 
which occurred at the Snaefell Lead 
Mine, Jsle of Man, in the month of May, 
1897 {by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2100 to 2103 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
Nos. 457 and 458 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 

Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract 
for the principal and other foreign coun- 
tries in each year from 1886 to 1895-6 
(Twenty-fourth Number) [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (EXCEPTIONS TO QUEEN’S 
REGULATIONS). 

Copy presented, of list of exceptions to 
the Queen’s Regulations as to pay, non- 
effective pay, and allowances during the 
year 1897-8 [by Command]: to lie upon 
the Table. 


MUNICIPAL TAXATION (IRELAND). 

Copy ordered, “of Return showing the 
population in 189i, the valuation, area 
in acres, and rates on land, in 1896, of 
the towns and townships in Ireland that 
have defined boundaries.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
210]. 


HATING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 


Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
11) Bill."—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


ELECTRIC L! 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
tk the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
211. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
12) Bill.’—(Mr. Ritchie.) 
to lie 


[No. 


Copy presented accordingly ; 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
212.] 


ELECTRIC ENERGY (GENERATING 
STATIONS AND SUPPLY). 
Report from Joint Committee, with 
minutes of evidence, brought up, and 
read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 213.] 


TENURE OF DWELLING HOUSES 
ABROAD. 

Address for “Copies of Reports to the 
present time by Her Majesty’s represen- 
tatives abroad upon the system of tenure 
of dwelling houses in the countries in 
which they reside (in continuation of 
Commercial, No. 1884).”—( Mr. 
Field.) 


bya 
ob, 


QUESTIONS. 


—_— 


OLD EXCISE OFFICE, BROAD STREET. 

Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, at 
what date the Old Excise Office in Broad 
Street was closed, and whether the land 
was sold at that time or subsequently ; 
and, if so, to whom and for how much; 
whether he knows of any reason why the 
annuity of £500 in respect of that pro- 
perty was not redeemed or conveyed to 
the purchaser at the same time; and 
whether this annuity, which has now 
been paid for over 130 years, can now be 
commuted ? 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tas EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
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W.): I am unable to ascertain the exact 
date at which the Old Excise Office in 
Broad Street was closed. The chief 
office of the Inland Revenue has been at 
Somerset House since October 1852. 
The property was sold in May, 1853, for 
a sum, including interest, of £108,318 
7s. 4d., but I do not know who was the 
purchaser. The annuity to which the 
honourable Member refers, which is paid 
under the Act 8 Geo. IIL, c. 32, was not 
a charge upon the property, but on the 
Revenue of Excise. It could only be 
commuted by arrangement with the 
parties to whom it is paid, and I do not 
know whether any proposal for commu- 
tation was made at the time when the 
property was sold. 


Education Department. 


ARCHITECT TO THE EDUCATION 
DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. HAZELL: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, in reference to the 
Architect to the Education Department, 
what amount he annually receives in 
fees from public departments in addition 
to his three salaries amounting in all to 
£1,105; whether he is also allowed to 
carry on a private practice; and 
whether it is intended, as vacancies 
occur, to abolish the system of payment 
partly by salary and partly by fees in 
this and similar appointments? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To tHe 
TREASURY (Mr. W. Hanevry, Pres- 


ton): The architect does not in fact re- 
ceive any fees from public departments 


in addition to the three salaries specifi- 
cally provided in the Estimates. He is 
entitled to an allowance of three guineas 
a day when employed in the inspection 
of sites end buildings for the Reforma- 
tory and Industrial Schools Department, 
and £30 is annually provided for that 
purpose in Class III., Vote 8, of the Civil 
Service Estimates. But the architect 
has not yet been called upon to perform 
the duty and has not drawn the allow- 
ance. I am informed that the footnote 
to the Estimate for the Education De- 
partment, which states that he is occa- 
sionally employed by the Charity Com- 
missioners, is no longer accurate, and 
ought to have been omitted. The architect 
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Stornoway and 


is allowed to carry on private prac- 
tice. I cannot give any general under- 
taking that payments partly by salary 
and partly by fees will be abolished in 
all such appointments when vacancies 
occur. Whether an inclusive or a re- 
taining salary is to be preferred must 
depend upon the special circumstances in 
2ach case. 


PERPETUAL PENSIONS. 


Mr. HAZELL: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether all per- 
petual pensions have now been com- 
muted ; and, if not, how many and which 
of them remained uncommuted; and 
what their total annual value; 
and whether there is any reason why the 
process of commutation should not now 
be carried to a conclusion? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER : Full details of all perpetual pen- 
sions and other charges were laid before 
the Select Committee, which inquired 
into the question in 1887. The only 
commutations since effected, and _ re- 
ported to the House by Treasury Minute, 
have been the payments to the Duke of 
St. Alban’s, Lord Downshire, Lord Ex- 
mouth, and the Heritable Usher for 
Scotland. The payments in respect of 
copyright compensation to the Scottish 
Universities have also ceased to be made, 
being merged in the annual vote of 
£42,000 to those institutions. The rea- 
son why the process of commutation has 
not been carried to a conclusion is that 
the Treasury are practically precluded 
by the action of the House from offering 
more than 27 years’ purchase, and such 
an offer is not attractive in view of the 
fact that it needs a good many more 
years’ purchase to establish the equiva- 
lent of Government securities. 


1s 


SANITARY CONDITION OF KIRKTON, 
INVERNESS-SHIRE. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask*the Lord Advocate whether 
he is aware that in the report of the 
medical officer of health for Inverness- 
shire for 1897 the medical officer states 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury. 
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that the sanitary condition of the village 
of Kirkton is so defective that, unless 
active measures are at once taken, he ?s 
strongly of opinion that a destructive 
outbreak of typhus fever or diphtheria, 
such as has already occurred in Skye and 
the Outer Islands, is to be apprehended ; 
and will he say what steps the local 
authorities propose to take in order to 
avert this danger? 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granay 
Murray, Buteshire): The local medical 
officer reported as stated in 1897. [ 
informed that the chief of 
danger to the public health has already 
been removed, and that arrangements 
have been made on *xtensive 
for improving the sanitary conditions of 
Kirkton. The sanitary inspector hopes 
to find the works completed at the time 
of his next inspection. I may add that 
the total number of deaths in the dis- 
trict in 1897 was 13, and the average 
age at death was 83; there no 
infant mortality, and one individual, a 
pauper, reached the age of 103. 
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STORNOWAY AND STROME FERRY 
MAILS. 

Mr. WHIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, if he will state how 
often during the months of April, May, 
June, July, August, and September, 1897, 
the steamer carrying Her Majesty’s mails 
between Stornoway and Strome ferry 
was late in her arrival at Stornoway and 
Strome Ferry respectively, and how often 
the delay exceeded half an hour at each 
place; and will he state the maximum 
delay on any one occasion? 


Mr. HANBURY: During the months 
of April, May, June, July, August, and 
September, 1897, the steamer carrying 
the mails between Stornoway and 
Strome Ferry arrived late at Stornoway 
114 times, the delay exceeding half 
hour 59 times. In the same period the 
train was late 157 times, and it is pre- 
bable, therefore, that this unpunctuality 
was chiefly due to the train and not to 
the steamer. At Strome Ferry 
steamer was late 34 times, the delay 
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exceeding half an hour 15 times. The 
maximum delay occurred on the voyage 
irom Stornoway on 16th April, when, 
owing to weather which was described 
wg “very stormy,” the arrival at Strome 
terry was 3 hours 15 minutes after time. 


WATER SUPPLIES AT HIGHLAND 
RAILWAY STATIONS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that, although the Highland Rail- 
way Company promised the Board of 
Trade as far back as May, 1894, that the 
railway stations on their line should have 
a proper supply of water, the medical 
officer for health for Ross and Cro- 
marty, in his Report for 1897, states that 
Strathearron Railway Station is_ still 
without a supply of potable water; and 
will he take steps with a view to the 
requirements of the medical officer of 
health being complied with without 
further delay? I bee at the same 
time to ask the President of che 
Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that the medical officer of 
health for Ross and Cromarty, in his 
Report for the year 1897, points out that 
the Nigg and Fearn railway stations are 
still without a supply of potable water ; 
and, having regard to the fact that the 
Highland Railway Company have prv- 
mised on several occasions during the 
last few years to provide a supply, will 
ue take such steps as will ensure the 
matter being attended to without further 
delay } 





Tus PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircnm, Croydon): 
The subject-matter of the honourable 
Gentleman’s two Questions, which I will 
answer togetiher, does not fall within the 
administracion of the Board of Trade, but 
I have been happy to make inquiry of the 
railway company, and learn from the 
general manager that at Nigg the com- 
pany have done their best to obtain 
water, and have sunk two wells, but that 
the water in both is reported unsuitable 
for drinking. The district committee of 
the county council recently held a meet- 
ing to consider the formation of a water 
district, and the company attended and 
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promised to join in any well-considered 
scheme. At Fearn I am told the supply 
is adequate and of as good quality as is 
obtainable. With regard to Strathcar- 
ron, the general manager says that water 
is obtained from a running burn near the 
station; he adds that he has seen the 
officer of health, and at his suggestion 
will provide a filter as a tentative 
measure. 


PAUPER LABOUR AT OLD GRAVEL 
LANE WORKHOUSE. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): T beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
is aware that the guardians of St. 
George’s-in-the-East are compelling aged 
male inmates of their workhouse in Old 
Gravel Lane to work at picking oakum, 
the material being old rope as thick as 
a man’s fist and almost as hard as wood, 
and in some cases to labour at this kind 
of work for nine hours a day; and also 
that the same guardians allow to aged 
inmates of respectable character only 
one day’s holiday a month, which may 
Le either a Sunday or a week day, but 
that on other Sundays such inmates are 
only permitted to leave the workhouse 
between the hours of 9.30 a.m. and 1 
p.m., and are then required to bring back 
a signed certificate of attendance at 
Divine service; and whether he will in- 
quire into the facts and take steps to 
induce the St. George’s guardians to com- 
ply with the spirit of his circular letter, 
dated 31st July, 1896? 


THe PRESIDENT or toa LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
tin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I am _ in- 
formed that certain of the inmates who 
are unable or unwilling to do other work 
have been employed in oakum picking. 
The statements in the Question as to 
the character of the material and the 
work are denied, but I have informed the 
guardians that it appears to the Board to 
be desirable that, so far as circumstances 
permit, oakum picking by the inmates of 
the workhouse should be discontinued. 
and that, in the case of aged inmates of 
respectable character, leave of absence 
might well be allowed on week days more 
frequently than is now the case. 
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SIERRA LEONE RISING. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state the name of the 
special commissioner whom he proposes 
to send out to make inquiries on the 
spot into the circumstances connected 
with the rising in the Sierra Leone Pro- 
tectorate. 


doe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THe COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuampgruary, 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir; not yet. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman be able to state 
the names before the adjournment for 
the Whitsuntide Holidays! 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror tas 
COLONIES : No, Sir; Ishall not be able 
to do so. There is no immediate hurry, 
as the honourable Gentleman knows, a3 
the rains have not yet commenced. 


AVIEMORE BRANCH OF THE HIGH- 
LAND RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the Highland 
Railway Company have yet furnished 
time tables indicating the extent to which 
the Stornoway mail will be expedited by 
the opening of the new Aviemore line 
about the Ist July next. 


Mr. HANBURY: The answer is No; 
but the Post Office is in correspondence 
with the Company upon the subject. 


BENBECULA MAILS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
the Benbecula mails are conveyed to and 
from the island vii Lochmaddy and Loch- 
boisdale, and will he state whether there is 
anything to prevent arrangements beine 
made for landing the Benbecula mails at 
Petersport Pier, which was constructed 
under the Highlands and Islands Wort:s 


Act? 
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Mr. HANBURY: The mails are very 
small, and it would not be desirable tc 
add to the length of the passages of the 
boats from Oban by including a call at 
Petersport in their time tables. Besides, 
there is difficulty, it is believed, in ap- 
proaching Petersport. 


POST OFFICES ON LICENSED PREMISES 
IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, having regard to the fact 
that there are upwards of 20 places in 
Scotland where the Post Office business is 
conducted on premises licensed to sell 
beer or spirits to be drunk on the 
premises, will he arrange for premises 
of this description to be regarded as 
ineligible in the case of any new Post 
Offices which happen to be established? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is not possible to 
give any general undertaking, as in some 
parts of Scotland the only houses avail 
able for Post Offices are these licensed 
houses. But whenever it can be done 
without public inconvenience, the Depart- 
ment avoids using them for Post Offices 


PROMOTIONS OF LEEDS 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr. LOUGH (isiington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether the promotion of 
Mr. Bartle, Storekeeper of Leeds Prison, 
to be a deputy governor was recommended 
by the Commissioners of Prisons on the 
ground of opening up a fresh channel of 
promotion for members of the clerical 
staff ; and whether any other promotions 
of members of that staff to the rank cf 
deputy governor have been made! 


THR 


PRISON 


SECRETARY or STATE Foz 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M 


Wuits Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
Yes, the promotion was made on the 
ground stated, and nine similar promc- 
tions have since been made. 

















“ Tourmaline” 
CRETE. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he has now received informa- 
tion whether the British Commandant 
at Candia has allowed the Turkish regu- 
lar troops to advance and occupy 
positions hitherto outside the cordon, 
including the height of Juktuki, which 
directly dominates the village of Kuri 
Kasteli ; whether the Bashi-Bazouks are 
allowed to pass freely through the 
Turkish lines; whether recently they 
out down the olives belonging to a 
Christian village near the British post 
at Anopolis; whether the servant of an 
English traveller was recently seized 
by the Turks in Candia, and thrown into 
a loathsome dungeon; and whether 
Colonel Chermside, on being appealed to, 
refused to interfere, saying that he was 
there to co-operate with the Turks! 
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Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
work FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport): The 
latest information that we have received 
leaves a different impression from that 
which is conveyed by the allegations in 
the Question. On 6th May Sir Herbert 
Chermside wrote that at the request and 
with the consent of both parties British 
troops had occupied three advanced posi- 
tions, 7, 10, and 12 miles beyond the 
cordon. The Christians had at once 
entered into constant communication, 
and were working unarmed in the neigh- 
bourhood of the posts to which also un- 
armed Moslems proceeded with confi- 
dence. As regards the native irregulars 
or Bashi-Bazouks, Djevad Pasha had 
given orders for their withdrawal from 
the cordon into the town; and the 
senior British naval officer has informed 
us that he proposed to ask Djevad Pasha 
to go round to Candia to see that his 
orders were carried into effect. I have 
received no information or complaint 
concerning the incident mentioned in the 
fourth Question; and, without being 
aware of the context, I can offer no 
opinion as to the alleged statement by 
Sir Herbert Chermside in the fifth. 


HEAST (SKYE) ROAD RATES. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that the 
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township of Heast, situated on the shores 
of Loch Eshort, in the parish of Strath 
Skye, is absolutely inaccessible by road, 
and that, although the population of 
about 90 have to obtain all their supplies 
from Broadford either by foot passenger 
or man and horse, vehicles being im- 
practicable, the people have recently been 
summoned to appear before the Sheriff 
Court at Broadford on the 17th instant 
for non-payment of road rates; and can 
he arrange for warrants not to issue until 
such time as the people have roads? 


Prisoners. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am in- 
formed that Heast is within 34 
miles of a good public road, from 


which it is reached by a track, 
originally constructed at the expense of 
the Highland Destitution Committee. 
Three years ago the district committee 
offered to form this track into a regular 
road to be maintained out of the rates, 
but the people both of Heast and of the 
neighbouring townships refused their 
consent. I cannot undertake to delay 
the issue of the warrants. 


TOURMALINE PRISONERS. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
British Consul General at Antwerp has 
recently been pursuing inquiries in Bel- 
gium with a view to obtain evidence 
against the prisoners of the 7'’ourmaline, 
at present remanded for trial at Tan- 
giers; whether this course of action by 
the Consul General referred to has been 
undertaken at the request of Her 
Majesty’s Consul at Tangiers, where these 
prisoners are about to be tried; and 
whether such proceedings spring from 
instructions from the Foreign Office or 
have the countenance or sanction of Her 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs ? 


Mr. CURZON: The necessary steps 
have been taken for the prepara- 
tion of the case in question, which ia 
now before the Consular Court at Tan- 
gier, but in the interests of justice I 
must decline at the present time to enter 
into details. 
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Mr. KEMP (Lancashire, Heywood): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if any steps have 
already been taken, or whether the 
Government will be prepared to take 
steps, to seoure to the English 7’ourma- 
line prisoners redress for the maltreat- 
ment they have received? 


Sugar Bounties 


Mr. CURZON: This point will receive 
consideration later, when fuller informa- 
tion has been obtained, and when the 
explanations of the Moorish Government 
have been received. 


LARNE POST OFFICE. 


Cotonen J. McCALMONT (Antrim, 
E.): I beg to ask tho Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether any decision has yet 
been arrived at regarding the post office 
at Larne; and, if so, whether it has 
been decided to reconstruct the old or to 
build a new office? 


Mr. HANBURY: No decision has yet 
been arrive] at, but a proposal for the 
reconstruction of the present office is 
about to be put forward which, it is 
thought, will prove to be satisfactory. 


PALMISTRY. 


Cartain PHILLPOTTS (Devon, Tor- 
quay): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if his 
attention has been called to the adver- 
tisements that are now being publicly 
displayed in the streets of certain persons 
who profess to tell fortunes by palmistry 
end other means; whether such prac- 
tices are illegal; and if he proposes to 
take any steps to suppress the same? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: My atten- 
tion had not been called to these adver- 
tisements before I saw the Question of 
my honourable and gallant Friend. The 
practice of palmistry is not in itself 
illegal; an offence is only committed 
where there is the intention to impose. 
Suspicious cases are watched by the 
police, and, wherever there is evidence 
that fraud or imposition is being prac- 
tised, they will prosecute the offender. 
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COMPANIES BILL. 
Mr. BEGG (Glasgow, St. Rollox): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he can state when the Com- 
panies Bill is likely to be read the first 
time in this House? 


Tugs PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE: I am unable to say. 


CHANNEL MAIL SERVICE. 
Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Tres 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether, in connection with the 
occasional delays in the Channel Mail 
Service, he will consider the advisability 
of limiting the period of the detention of 
the mails at Dover to six hours when the 
mail steamers are unable to enter Calais 
Harbour, and cause the mails to be dis- 
patched vid Boulogne, seeing that Bou- 
logne Harbour is rarely inzpracticable at 

the same time as Calais Harbour? 


Mr. HANBURY: As I have already 
informed the honourable and gallant 
Member the whole matter is one for com 
certed arrangement between the French 
and English Post Offices and the Rail- 
way Companies concerned. Some time 
must necessarily elapse before a definite 
understanding can be arrived at, because 
the North of France Railway Company, 
who are the contractors for the day mail 
service, are unwilling to pledge them- 
selves to use the Boulogne route until 
they have had some experience of the: 
working of the steamers which they are 
having constructed. 


SUGAR BOUNTIES CONFERENCE. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the proposed Sugar Conference 
will meet on the date originally fixed 
(7th June); and who will be the dele- 
gates of Her Majesty’s Government? 


Mr. CURZON: It is the hope of the 
Belgian Government that the Confer- 
enca will meet as announced on June 
ith. I am not in a position to give 
to-day the names of all the British dele- 
gates, but they will be announced at am 
early date. 
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LITERARY SEARCH DEPARTMENT, 
PROBATE REGISTRY. 

Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury if he is aware of the deficient accom- 
modation in the Literary Search Depart- 
ment of the Probate Registry, that the 
room set apart holds only about 12 
students, that seats have to be booked 
a week ahead, and then only two in each 
week, and that the room is closed for six 
weeks in August, September, or October ; 
and whether he can make more satis- 
factory and convenient arrangements for 

literary inquirers? 


Mr. HANBURY: The President of the 
Probate Division informs me that he is 
endeavouring by rearrangement to pro- 
vide two more seats than at present. I 
understand that it is not possible, owing 
so the character of the building, to add 
any space to the existing rooms or to 
provide accommodation eisewhere. The 
obstacle to opening the Literary Search 
Department all the year round is stated 
to be the impossibility of providing the 


Common Grazing Rights 


necessary supervision and attendance 
without adding to the existing staff 
of the Registry. But the hours 
of attendance of the staff during 
the long vacation, which had a few 
years before been extended from 


four to six on five days of the week in 
accordance with the recommendation of 
a Committee of Inquiry, were reduced 
last year from six to four in opposition 
to the wishes of the Treasury. In view 
of that proceeding I cannot revard an 
increase of staff as essential for the pre- 
sent purpose. But the decision as to the 
facilities to be afforded to the public 
rests with the President, and not with 
the Treasury. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) BILL. 

Mr. C. M'ARTHUR (Liverpool, Ex- 
change): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he can 
approximately state the date when the 
Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine 
Fund) Bill, as amended by the Stand- 
ing Committee, will be considered ; and 
whether it is intended to make provision 
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for a contribution out of the national 
exchequer towards the expense o: light- 
ing the coasts, in view of the national 
importance of the light service and of 
the benefit derived therefrom by Her 
Majesty’s Navy} 


Toe PRESIDENT or tap BOARD or 
TRADE; No, Sir, I am unable at pre- 
sent to say when the Bill will be taken, 
nor am I in a position to answer the 
latter Question in the sense desired by 
my honourable Friend. 


COMMON GRAZING RIGHTS IN 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, F.)- 
[ beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he has 
considered the complaints of some of the 
commoners of the parishes of Castor and 
Ailesworth, in Northamptonshire, who 
have had grazing rights, as to the inade- 
quacy and unsuitability of the land 
allotted to them in the award under the 
enclosure made last year; whether h» 
is aware that it is alleged that the money 
equivalent of a grazing right would bea 
fairly estimated at £16 10s. an acre, 
whereas the land allotted as an equiva- 
lent to the right has been at the rate of 
1 1-3 acre, at an outside value of 30s. 


an acre, and that the small com- 
moners who formerly had the right 
of grazing on the best lands near 


the villages have now had lands allotted 
to them remote from the villages, and cf 
inferior quality; whether the Commis- 
sioner has acted consistently with the 
regulations of the Department in assign- 
ing land to the Ecclesiastical Comrais- 
sioners and other large landowners who 
were entitled to common rights on the 
same scale as to the poorer commoners 
livehhooud d pends these 
tights; and whether, having regard to 
the representations of these commoners, 
the Board of Agriculture will take the 
necessary steps to re-open the award, and 
assign further land to the common right 
owners so aggrieved ! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tre BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, Liver- 
pool, W. Derby): The reply to the three 


whose on 
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first paragraphs of the honourable Mem- 
ber’s Question is in the affirmative ; but 
after careful consideration of the Reports 
made by the Valuer and the Assistant 
Commissioner, by both of whom the 
matter was investigated locally, I came 
to the conclusion that the value of the 
common rights in question had not in 
any way been under-estimated by those 
officers. I regret, therefore, that it is 
not possible for me, in justice to the 
other interests concerned, to re-open the 
award made in the matter. 


Mr. CHANNING: I should like to ask 
the right honourable Gentleman whether 
it is not a fact that better land has been 
assigned to the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners in lieu of their rights under the 
award, and would it not be possible to 
readjust this matter by communication 
with the Commissioners? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: No, Sir. The award 
is one which was made after most care- 
ful consideration, first by the Valuer, 
then by the Commissioner of my Depart- 
ment, and, finally, by the head of the 
Land Division of the Board of Agricul- 
ture. I have every reason to believe 
that the dissatisfaction is extremely 
limited in extent, and that, on the whole, 
the award is a fair one. 


Mr. CHANNING: I will draw atten- 
tion to this matter on the Estimates. 


ORANGE ADDRESSES TO THE QUEEN. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (Belfast): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he can state 
the number of addresses presented to Her 
Majesty the Queen, on the occasion of her 
Diamond Jubilee, by various Grand 
Lodges, representing half a million of 
Orangemen; and if there would be any 
objection to lay copies of these Addresses 
upon .the Table of the House? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: A number of 
Addresses were received from Orange 
lodges, but I am not aware how many 
members they represented. The 


{COMMONS} 





the Irish Mail. 336 


Addresses were in due course submitted ° 
to the Queen ; and it is not possible for 
me, nor, I think, would it be usual, to 
lay copies on the Table of the House. 


FINES ON CORON«&xS’ JURORS IN 
YORKSHIRE. 

Mr. FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if his attention has 
been called to the alleged — short 
notices of inquests and hasty summoning 
of jurors stated to have been practised 
by the coroner for the districts of Idle 
and Windhill, in Yorkshire, and to the 
fact that a fine of 40s. was imposed upon 
a householder because, in arriving at an 
inquest 10 minutes after he had received 
notice, he was deemed by the coroner to 
be late ; and whether steps can be taken 
to ensure reasonable notices of inquests 
being given by the coroner to the local 
police to enable them to obtain the 
attendance of suitable jurors with reason- 
able length of notice to the householders 
summoned } 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have made 
inquiries into this matter. The coroner 
informs me that he has never inflicted 
a fine on a defaulting juryman in the 
district mentioned. I see, from a news 
paper report, that the fine to which I 
understand the honourable Member to 
refer was not actually imposed. The 
coroner has received no complaints of 
insufficient notice having been given, but 
I understand that such has been the case 
in several instances, and I have reminded 
the coroner of the importance of giving 
the fullest possible notice. 


POSTAL CHARGES FOR THE IRISH 
MAIL 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre: 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that extra postage is required 
to be paid upon letters and newspapers 
intended for despatch by the Irish night 
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mail if handed in at London central 
offices after 6 o’clock forletters, and 5.30 
for newspapers, and that newspapers 
must be paid on at letter rates 
if handed in after 5.30 pm; 
and whether, in view of the fact that ihe 
Irisa mail does not leave Euston unti! 
8.20 p.m., arrangements can be made to 
allow of posting letters and papers at 
later hours than is now the case? 


Mr. HANBURY: Late fees are re 
quired to be paid upon letters and news- 
papers intended for despatch by the 
Irish night mail if posted at London 
central offices after 6 p.m. for letters and 
5.30 p.m. for newspapers. For  news- 
papers the late fee at the Chief Office, 
St. Martin’s-le-Grand, is }d. up to 
6.45 p.m., and $d. up to 7.15 p.m., but 
newspapers for the Irish night mail with 
a late fee of $d. may also be posted at 
the West Central District Office up to 
7.45 p.m., and at the North Western 
District Office up to 8 p.m. There is no 
late posting at other district offices for 
these newspapers. If, however, news- 
papers are paid at letter rates, they are, 
of course, entitled to the same advan- 
tages as letters. The hours of posting in 
London for the night mails are already 
as late as it is possible to make them, 
and the Postmaster General regrets that 
no extension of time is feasible in the 
vase of the Irish mail. 


Mr. FLYNN: Could it not be arranged 
for newspapers to be posted at a later 
hour than 5.3Q? 


va! 


Mr. HANBURY: 
be done. 


I will see if that can 


STRABANE CANAL. 
_Mr. Serseantr HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention has 
been drawn to the defective condition 
of the canal at Strabane, in the county 
of Tyrone, to the detriment of trade in 
that locality; and, if so, whether any 
steps have been taken or are about to 
be taken by the Board of Trade to 
remedy the grievance; and, if not, will 
he explain on what grounds? 
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Tus PRESIDENT or tus BOARD or 
TRADE: Yes, Sir, I have received com- 
plaints as to the condition of this canal, 
and they are now under my consideration, 
but, as the canal is not owned or 
managed by the Board of Trade, I can- 
not say what steps it will be possible to 
take in order to bring about a removal 
of the grievance. 


Garrison. 


SHELLFISH AND SEWAGE. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board when he expects to be able to 
introduce the Measure dealing with 
sewage contaminated shellfish alluded to 
by him recently in replying to a deputa- 
tion? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I should be 
glad of the opportunity of introducing 
a Bill on this subject whenever the pro- 
gress made with other business warrants 
me in doing so, but I am afraid I gannot 
say more than that. 


MALTA GARRISON. 

CotoneL J. McCALMONT (Antrim, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether an increase of 
eight non-commissioned officers has been 
sanctioned to each of three companies of 
Garrison Artillery now serving at Malta 
to bring them to higher establishment ; 
and whether 24 non-commissioned officers 
have been sent out from home to fill 
these vacancies, thus depriving the junior 
non-commissioned officers of those com- 
panies of promotion which they naturally 
look for; and, if so, what steps it is pro 
posed to take to remedy the grievance 
complained of? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Jonn Bropricg, 
Surrey, Guildford): A certain number of 
non-commissioned officers had to be sent 
out with the large draft of men sent. on 
augmentation. Twenty-four were so sent, 
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who will absorb some of the promotions 
in the batteries due to the augmentation, 
but a much larger number of promotions 
will remain to be made, and will benefit 
the men now serving. 


DANGEROUS INDUSTRIES. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department ii he contemplates 
the appointment of an additional inspe>- 
tor o: sub-inspector for the North Staf- 
fordshire Potteries district, whose dutics 
shall be confined entirely to the Potterics, 
and who shall reside permanently in the 
district ; and whether, if he makes such an 
appointment, he will select a person for the 
post who has a practical knowledge of 
the pottery trade, and who is thoroughly 
conversant with the conditions in whic! 
it is carried on! 


Tun SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: The district 
inspector, whe resides in the Potteries, 
is alfady by long experience thoroughly 
conversant with the conditions under 
which the several processes of the trade 
are carried on, with the dangers incurred. 
and with the structural appliances and 
administrative measures best adapted for 
prevention of injury te health in each 
branch. I have given him the assistance 
of an additional junior inspector, also 
resident in the district, which will enakle 
him to give full attention te the pottery 
works and to the enforcement of the 
special rules. 


Mr. WOODALL (Hanley): Perhaps it 
will be convenient for the right honour- 
able Gentleman to say whether he is now 
prepared to name the scientific evperts 
to whom he proposes to confide tte 
promised inquiry into the deleterious con 
sequences attributed to the use of lead in 
the glazing and decoration of pottery ; 
whether ho will state the terms of the 
reference on which their investigation. 
are to be conducted; whether he has 
caused inquiries to be made as to any 
stepa that have been taken under th2 
direction of Continental Governments it 
a similar direction; and when the result 
of such inquiries will be made known! 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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Tua SECRETARY 
tHa HOME DEPARTMENT: I have 
appointed two experts—one of them a 
chemist, Dr. Thorpe, the head of the 
Government Laboratory, the other a 
medical man, Dr. Oliver, who has served 
already on several dangerous trades coro- 
mittees. I have left the scope of the in- 
quiry to some extent to the discretion cf 
the experts, who will be able to follow up 
any line of inquiry which seems likely to 
lead to useful results. The main point, 
however, will be to ascertain the extent 
to which various materials recommended 
a3 harmless substitutes for carbonate of 
lead are freo from the dangers attend- 
ing the latter. The suitability of these 
materials for the purposes of the trade 
is mainly a question for the manufac- 
turers, but it is possible on this point 
also the experts may render some assis- 
tance. Inquiries have been addressed to 
the Chief Foreign Governments on the 
subject mentioned, but their replies have 
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not yet been received. 

Mr. DAVITT: May I ask whether the 
head inspector in charge of the Potteries 
district is not the official under whom the 
district has fallen into its present cendi- 
tion? 


Taz SECRETARY or STATE For 
ton HOME DEPARTMENT: No doubt 
the danger has increased of late, but 
constant attention is being paid to it, 
and I am sure that I have no inspector 
more thoroughly conversant with the 
work and better able to advise on the 
subject. 


POWERS OF PARISH MEETINGS 

Mr. LUTTRELL (Devon, Tavistock): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether in a rural 
parish the parish meeting have exclu 
sively the power abandsning the 
Lighting and Watching Act of 1833, 
assuming that the Act has been in force 
for over three years in the parish! 


Tran PRESIDENT or tur LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: The question 
is not one which I have any jurisdiction 
te determine, but if the facts whien 
have suggested it are submitted to the 
Loca] Government Board the matter will 
ba considered by them. 


Or 
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RAT WORRYING. 


Mr. LUTTRELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary oi State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
drawn to a case before Mr. Sheil 
aj Westminster, in which a man 
was charged with cruelty to a 
rat by worrying it with a dog while 
held captive by a string; whether he is 
aware that it was held that, as the animal 
was not a domestic animal, it was no 
legal offence; and whether he would 
take into consideration the advisability 
of so altering the law as to make all 
such cases amenable to justice? 


Tun SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: Yes, my 
attention has been called to this case 
and the magistrate’s decision. The point 
is one which I have already noted as a 
prope: subject for legislation when an 
opportunity occurs, 


Mr. LUPTRELL: Is the right honour- 
able Gentleman prepared to introduce a 


Pill? 


Tun SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tm HOME DEPARTMENT: If I saw a 
Rili on the subject I should be anxious 
to giva if careful consideration; but, 2a 
the honourable Gentleman knows, the 
subjcct is not fr-e from difficulty. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES 
CORK UNION. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Cork Board of Guardians crigi- 
nally admitted those tenants of labourers 
cottages whom they recently sought to 
evict as agricultural labourers ; that some 
of them have been in possession for 
several years, and were described as agri- 
cultural labourers in the agreements 
which they signed on getting possession ; 
Whether the guardians have now the 
right to declare them not to be agricul- 
tural labourers on the ground that they 
seek for other work when they are unable 
to procure agricultural work; whether 
the Local Government Board is the pro- 
per authority to decide on a legal basis 
whether a particular tenant has ceased to 


IN THE 
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be an agricultural labourer within the 
meaning of the Labourers Acts; and 
whether it was when representations were 
made to them for the erection of addi- 
tional houses that the guardians sought 
to declare that the tenants occupying 
some of the existing houses are not agri- 
cultural labourers } 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to tue: 
LORD LIEUTENANT or TRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp W. Batrour, Leeds, Cen- 
tral): The guardians originally accepted 
as tenants the persons referred to in the 
first paragraph. They have been in pos- 
session of the cottages for some years., 
and were probably described as “ agricul- 
tural labourers” in the letting agree- 
ments. With regard to the second and 
third paragraphs, the duty of determin- 
ing whether the tenants of, or applicants 
for, cottages are “ agricultural labourers ” 
within the meaning of the Labourers 
Acts devolves upon the sanitary autho 
rity and not upon the Local Government 
Beard. With respect to the fourth para- 
graph, I must refer to my answer 
to the honourable Member’s previous 
Question of the 2nd instant on this: 
subject. 


TENDERS FOR KILKENNY MILITARY 
BARRACKS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether a contract has beem 
made for the building of military bar-. 
racks in Kilkenny; what is the amount 
of the contract, and who is the contrac— 
tor; whether the contract was adver- 
tised in the local Press ; and, if not, why. 
were local contractors not given the 
opportunity of tendering; was the con- 
tract advertised for tenders; and, if so, 
where; when will the work begin; and 
whether the fair wage clause is in the 
contract ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Assuming that the 
contract referred to is that for the erec- 
tion of a block of married soldiers” 
quarters at Kilkenny, the name of the 
contractor is Mr. T. A. Walsh, of Kil- 
mallock. The contract was not adver- 
tised, as, in accordance with custom, 
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selected contractors competent to execute 
the work were asked to tender. The 
work will be commenced forthwith. The 
fair wage clause is in the contract. The 
amount of the contract is confidential, 
and cannot be stated. 


Mr. O’BRIEN : How did the authorities 
come to the conclusion that there was 
no contractor in Kilkenny who could 
carry out the work satisfactorily? Why 
were not local builders asked to tender? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Our information 
was that there was no local man who 
could undertake so large a contract. 


O'SULLIVAN v. HUNT. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Seoretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the suit of 
O’Sullivan v. Hunt, tried before the Lord 
Chief Baron and a special jury at Dublin 
on the 20th instant, in which the plain- 
tiff, who was head mistress of the Leislip 
National School for 28 years, got a verdict 
for £221 10s. for wrongful dismissal and 
slander against the Very Reverend Canon 
Hunt, P.P., manager of the said school ; 
is he aware that Mrs. O’Sullivan was dis- 
missed at a moment’s notice without any 
justifiable complaint against her as a 
teacher, and thus deprived of her means 
of living and the opportunity of com- 
pleting the three years’ time qualification 
to entitle her to the maximum retiring 
pension ; whether, in view of the very 
high certificates as a teacher which Mrs. 
O'Sullivan holds and all the ciroum- 
stances of the case, he will see that the 
Board of National Education will allow 
her the full pension to which, but for 
this illegal dismissal, she would have 
become entitled in a few years; whether 
under the rules of the Board of National 
Education in Ireland managers have this 
power of dismissing teachers without any 
right of appeal; if so, whether he pro- 
poses to make any change in the system 
for the protection of teachers against the 
exercise of that power? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This Ques- 
tion has been referred to the Commis- 
sioners of National Education in Ireland, 
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by whom it will be considered at their 
meeting to be held to-morrow. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN: Will it be any use 
repeating the Question to-morrow! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir; I 
could not get the reply in time. 


THOMAS BOLGER, OF THE ROYAL 
IRISH REGIMENT. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, with regard to the case of Thomas 
Bolger, who was enlisted in the Royal 
Irish Regiment at Clonmel on 28th 
March, he being under 18 years of age 
at the time, and together with his father 
has claimed his discharge on the ground 
that he is not of legal age, will he explain 
on what grounds his discharge has been 
refused, and whether he will order his 
discharge! 


Mr. BRODRICK: The case of Thomas 
Bolger, who gave a false age on enlist- 
ment, was referred to the General Officer 
commanding the Cork district, who, 
acting upon the powers vested in him by 
the Queen’s regulations, ordered the 
soldier to be retained in the Service, as 
he was up to standard in every respect, 
and likely to make an efficient soldier 
and as he was desirous of remaining in 
the Army. He was only four months 
under age at the time of enlistment. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN: May I ask whether, 
in view of the fact it has been proved he 
was under age when he enlisted, he will 
now be discharged? 

Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. He desires 
to remain in the Service; it is his 
father who wishes to have him out, and 
under the circumstances, he cannot be 
granted his discharge. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN: Then I hope he will 
desert. 


MARYBOROUGH PRISON VISITING 
MEDICAL OFFICER. 
Mr. A. O'CONNOR (Donegal, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the note appended to Vote 20 
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of Class 3 of the Civil Service Estimates, 
to the effect that the post of visiting 
medical officer of Maryborough Prison is 
to be abolished on vacancy, may be 
accepted as correct ; and whether, if the 
post is not abolished, it is to be kept 
for some particular person or will be 
open for the appointment of the best 
qualified candidate? 


Mr. HANBURY: The note to which 
the honourable Member refers was added 
to the Estimate in connection with a 
revision of the salary of the resident 
medical officer at Maryborough Prison in 
1896. That officer’s salary was sanc- 
tioned by the Treasury on condition that 
the office of visiting physician should 
be abolished on a vacancy, and that the 
resident medical officer should then be 


- required to undertake whatever extra 


I am not aware of 
depart from that 


duty there might be. 
any intention to 
arrangement. 


ADULTERATED COFFEE FROM 
MORTIMER’S STORES. 

GeneraL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether he has received a communica- 
tion from the vestry of Paddington rela 
tive to the failure to obtain a conviction 
against the proprietor of Mortimer’s 
Stores, 161, Praed Street, for selling as 
coffee a mixture found on analysis to 
contain 50 per cent. of chicory, and ar 
butter a mixture containing 88 per cent. 
of margarine; whether he has been in- 
formed that the summonses were served 
by the warrant officer of Marylebone 
Police Court, leaving them at thé shop, 
161, Praed Street, and that the magis- 
trate decided that this was not a service 
in accordance with section 20 of the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, and sec- 
tion 10 of the Amendment Act, 1879; 
whether he has been informed it has 
been ascertained that the defendant is 
somewhere in Australia or New Zealand, 
and that he has no address in this coun- 
try other than his stores in various dis- 
tricts, and that the same difficulty was 
experienced in 1896 in connection with 
a purchase of coffee from the same 
defendant, in the same shop, and which 
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coffee was found to be adulterated with 
60 per cent. of chicory; and whether he 
will make such provision in the new Bill 
it is proposed to introduce, or will intro- 
duce such amendments in the present 
Act, as will enable local authorities who 
are anxious to carry out the law to en- 
force it against those who so persistently 
sell adulterated food products 4 


Tae PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I do not find 
that I have received any communication 
as to the matters referred to, but, 
assuming that the facts are as stated, 
they shall have my consideration. 


GengeraL LAURIE: May I explain I 
have just received a communication 
stating that the facts were only sent to 
the President of the Local Government 
Board on Saturday, and I can therefore 
easily understand he has not seen them. 
I will repeat the Question when he has 
had time to consider them. 


LIMERICK NEW POST OFFICE. 

Mr. O’KEEFFE (Limerick): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, to 
state what steps have been taken towards 
the erection of a new post office in the 
city of Limerick, tenders for which were 
advertised nearly two years ago; and 
whether the intention will be carried 
out of erecting a new edifice, or has 
the project been abandoned? 


Mr. HANBURY: I regret that I am 
unable to report any progress in the 
scheme for a new post office at Limerick. 
The Board of Public Works have the 
matter still in hand, but they are not 
yet in a position to make a definite 
recommendation. The intention of 
erecting a new edifice has not been 
abandoned. 


Mr. O'KEEFFE: When will the Re- 


port be received? 


Mr. HANBURY: I am afraid I cannot 
say. 
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POST OFFICE APPOINTMENTS IN 
ULSTER. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will consent to a Return showing 
the number of post office vacancies which 
have occurred in the province of Ulster 
since 1880, together with the number 
and names, the years of service, and the 
religion of the respective candidates ; 
also the names of the successful candi- 
dates, together with their years of ser- 
vice and their religious denomination? 


Mr. HANBURY: No. In no case do 
tthe records show the religion of any 
post office candidate. 


‘POACHING CONVICTION AT GODSTONE. 

Mr. CUBITT (Surrey, Reigate): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the case of William 
Charman and son, of Lingfield, who were 
convicted of poaching by the Godstone 
magistrates in August last; whether the 
same bench declined afterwards to recon- 
sider the case, although the Charmans 
were prepared to bring more evidence in 
their defence ; and whether he can take 
any steps in the matter} 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: Yes, my atten- 
tion has been called to this case. The 
justices had no power to reconsider the 
case, .and so informed the defendant. A 
further memorial has been recently 
received in the Home Office, in regard 
to which inquiries are still pending. 


PROSPECTIVE BUILDING LAND - ND 
THE LAND TAX. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, in 
the case of prospective building land, the 
‘present annual value of which does not 
exceed £5, but which will be raised above 
the £5 if buildings are placed upon it, 
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and thus become again liable to land 
tax, he will introduce provisions into the 
Finance Bill to enable the owner to 
redeem the land from land tax upon the 
basis of what the land tax would be on 
the same land supposing the present 


exemption under £5 were not given 
under the Bill? 

Tue CHANCELLOR oF rua EX. 
CHEQUER: Where land to which the 


exemption will apply has been brought 
into assessment since 1896 it will be 
kept in assessment every year, and the 
amount of the tax assessed upon it will 
be written off from the quota. No special 
provision, therefore, will be necessary to 
enable the owner at any time to redeem, 
Where the land has never been assessed 
it is the intention of the clause to provide 
that it shall not come into assessment at 
all, so long as the conditions of exemp- 
tion continue to apply; and no 
redemption can, therefore, be effected 
until it has been actually brought into 
assessment. . 


INDIAN CANTONMENT REGULA- 
TIONS. 
Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorks, W.R, 


Holmfirth): On behalf of the honourable 
Member for the Shoreditch Division of 
Hoxton, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will lay upon 
the Table of the House a copy of the 
New Cantonment Act and the New Can- 
tonment Rules, the drafts of which were 
sanctioned by him in his dispatch of the 
8th July, 1897 [C. 8538]; and whether 
he will also lay upon the Table any cor- 
respondence which has taken place in 
reference to the treatment of soldiers in 
cantonments, in pursuance of the Jast 
paragraph in the dispatch referred to! 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord Gzoras Hamitton, Middls- 
sex, Ealing): I have no objection to lay 
on the Table of the House a copy of tke 
Act and of the Rules referred to. The 
correspondence is not yet complete, but 
when it is I will consider whether it can 


be laid on the Table. 
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MEMBERS AND THE PRESS. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): I beg to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether it is possible to 
provide a room in the Palace of West- 
minster, other than the Members’ Lobby, 
where honourable Members can convey 
their views to representatives of the 
Press ! 

Tuz FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Axers-Dove.as, Kent, 
St. Aucustine’s): No, Sir; I am afraid 
there is no vacant room in the House 
which I can devote to the purpose sug- 
gested by my honourable Friend. 
Me. DUNCOMBE: Arising out of that 
y I ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether he will consider 
the desirability of excluding representa 
tives of the Press from the Members’ 
Lobt v § 

Mr. SPEAKER: 

[No Reply.] 





answer, mia 


Order, order! 


CLONMEL GAOL CONTRACTS. 

Carrain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for East 
Tipperary, I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
with reference to the contracts for 1&9&8 
for meal and flour to Clonmel Gaol, 
whether the quotations sent in by a local 
firm were for flour 12s. 5d. per cwt. and 
for Indian meal 4s 10d. per cwt.. and 
those from a Dublin firm were 12s. 10d. 
per ewt. for flour and 5s. 6d. per ewt. for 
Indian meal; whether the Dublin mer- 
the contract at the higher 
and if he will explain why the 
was given to the Dublin firm, 
notwithstanding that the same articles 
could have been supplied by the local 
firm at considerably lower prices? 


chant got 
price 


con 








Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The facts 
are as stated in the first and second para- 
graphs. In accepting the tender of the 
Dublin firm the General Prisons Beard 
took into consideration the quality of the 
ramples as well as the prices quoted. 
Moreov successful firm tendered 
for eatmeal at a rate of 54d. per ewt. 
less then that quoted by the local firm. 
Oatmea! is relatively of more importance 
han Indien mea! and flour, regard being 
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had tu the quantity cf each article used 
at this prison, aad it was considered ur- 
desirable, under the circumstances, to 
separate the three articles mentioned, 


PIER AND HARBOUR LOANS IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
what was the amount of loans made under 
the provisions of the Act 46 and 47 Vic., 
c. 26, passed in 1883, by the Commis- 
sioners of Public Works in Ireland to- 
wards the erection of piers and harbours ; 
how much of that money, with interest 
thereon, has been repaid; if any remain- 
ing unpaid, will he state the localities or 
persons in arrear of such repayments, 
and the amounts respectively; and how 
the money so repaid has since been 
applied by the Commissioners of Public 
Works; and if on piers will he state the 
piers on which it has been applied and 
the sums expended on each work? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Sea Fisheries 
(Ireland) Act, 1883, placed at the dis- 
posal of the Board of Works a sum of 
£250,000 out of the Irish Church Funds, 
to be applied to the construction of 
fishery piers and harbours by way either 
of free grants or loans, with the proviso 
that repayments in respect of loans 
should be added to the original fund and 
be similarly applied. The loan advances 
out of the £250,000 amounted to 
£27,264. The repayments of principal 
and interest in respect of these loans 
amount up to the present to £23,727. 
The amount still to be paid for principal 
and interest is £12,846. The only sum 
in arrear is £34 6s. 9d., in respect of 
Greystones Pier, County Wicklow. The 
sums repaid have not been specifically 
applied to the erection of particular piers, 
but a portion of the total has been placed 
to the account of the original fund, and, 
with the other money standing to that 
account, has been applied to the purposes 
of the Act, in grants for piers and engi- 
neering expenses. There remains a sum 


of £13,569 in cash, arising from repaid 
loans still unapplied, and £2,000 of the 
original fund has never been drawn from 
the Land Commission, the trustees of the 
Church Fund. 
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PUBLIC GRANTS FOR FISHERY PIERS 
AND HARBOURS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury when the last grant 
for the erection of fishery piers and har- 
bours was made under the provisions of 
the Act 29 and 30 Vic., c. 45, and the 
Acts therein recited ; and whether, since 
the passing of the Act 46 and 47 Vic., 
c. 26, in 1883, which granted £250,000 
out of the Irish Church Funds for such 
works, the operations under the 29 and 
30 Vic., c. 45, and the other Fishery 
Piers and Harbours Acts in Ireland have 
been suspended by the Treasury ; and, if 
so, whether he will say under what Act 
or why the Treasury so suspended the 
operation of Acts which were passed by 
the Legislature for the encouragement of 
the sea fisheries in Ireland by promoting 
and aiding with grants of public money 
the construction of piers, harbours, and 
other works? 


Mr. HANBURY: The last provision 
made in the annual Estimates for grants 
for the erection of fishery piers was 
£2,560, in the year 1884-5. The last 
sum actually expended out of the Votes 
was £10 for Carnsore Pier, in 1886-7. 
Since the passing of the Act of 1883, 
which made a quarter of a million avail- 
able for such purposes, the grants under 
the older Fisheries Acts have practically 
ceased. No Act was required to allow of 
this course, as the older Acts merely gave 
power to expend such sums as Parlia- 
ment might vote. It is clear that the 
large expenditure of £250,000 met the 
requirements for which the small grants 
out of the Votes were intended to pro- 
vide. In recent years the policy which 
has been acted upon has been to add to 
the value of existing piers by the exten- 
sion of railway communication rather 
than spend money on piers without such 
means of communication. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Did 
not the right honourable Gentleman 
state on a previous occasion that there 
was no money whatever available} Now 
he says there is £20,000. 


Mr. HANBURY: I think not. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman give a copy of his pre 
vious answer! 


Mr. HANBURY: I will supply it to 
the honour.ble Member. 
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CO-OPERATIVE STORES AND INCOME 
TAX. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secra 
tary to the Treasury whether he can 
state the amount of income tax paid by 
the Civil Service Store, Edinburgh, and 
the Scottish Wholesale Co-operative 
Store, Glasgow, respectively, for the past 
year? 
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Mr. HANBURY: The information for 
which the honourable Member asks 
could not be furnished without a viola 
tion of the oath (or declaration) imposed 
under the Act of 1842 upon the Com- 
missioners, assessors, and collectors of 
income tax, and also upon the officers of 
the Inland Revenue, who are concerned 
in the administration of the tax. 


MILITARY CANTEEN AT THE 
MURROUGH, WICKLOW. 

Mir. FIELD: I beg to ask the chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Dublin Artillery Militia now stationed 
on tho Murruugh, Wickiow, have a 
liquor bar; whether a licence is paid, 
and how much; whether liquor is sold 
to civilians on week days and Sundays 
indiscriminately, and whether the local 
police have any authority to make an 
inspection of the licensed premises, like 
ordinary public-houses ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand that the fact is as stated in the first 
paragraph, and that a fee of 18s. d. on 
the canteen licence has been paid in 
the usual wav by the firm holding the 
contract. I have no information that 
liquor is sold to civilians indiscriminately. 
The police exercise every vigilance with 
a view to prevent illegal traffic, so far as 
it is possible for them to do so. Without 
the sanction of the local military authori- 
ties they have no power to enter the 
canteen. 


IRISH LIGHTS BOARD. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire 
land whether the Government intend to 
bring in a Bill to reform the existing 
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Irish Lights Board, or whether it will 
assist any private Member’s Bill for such 
reform ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This ques- 
tion is one which should be addressed 
to my right honourable Friend the 
President of the Board of Trade. 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE 
REFRESHMENT BRANCH. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
that on Thursday, 5th May, aclerk inthe 
Central Telegraph Office named Wag- 
horn was taken ill as a result of par- 
taking of food in the refreshment branch 
of that office, and was released from duty 
and treated by the official medical 
officer ; whether he is aware that a clerk 
named Cozens of the same office was 
taken ill in consequence of partaking 
of food at the same refreshment branch 
on Saturday, 7th May, and was forced to 
seek medical treatment; and whether 
he will state what measures the 
medical department, as the responsible 
body, are taking to investigate the 
causes of these ill effects of the food 
supplied by the Central Telegraph 
Office Refreshment Branch, and what 
steps they are taking to prevent a 
recurrence ? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is the fact that 
Waghorn, a clerk in the Central Tele- 
graph Office, reported himself ill on the 
morning of the 6th instant, and attri- 
buted the cause to his having dined in 
the refreshment room on the previous 
day. He was treated by the medical 
officer, and resumed duty next day. The 
chief medical officer reports that for 
some years past Waghorn has been 
treated for occasional attacks of indiges- 
tion. Cozens’ indisposition was nettle 
rash, which the chief medical officer 
reports to be generally the result of some 
indiscretion of diet, although the food 
eaten may have been quite wholesome. 
The catering for the refreshment room 
is in the hands of a committee, upon 
which the staff is represented; and if 
anything is amiss, which there is no 
reason to think, the remedy is in their 
own hands. 
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RYDE POSTAL EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
since the issue of the Report and the 
accompanying recommendations of the 
Tweedmouth Committee, the maximum 
pay of the sorting clerks at Ryde has 
been raised to 44s. per week, and if the 
pay of the town postmen has been pro 
portionately raised; whether a petition, 
dated 3rd August, 1897, signed by every 
established town postman at Ryde, pray- 
ing that their maximum pay should be 
increased from 24s. to 26s. per week, has 
been received; and whether the Post- 
master General has arrived at a decision 
on the matter; and, if so, will he cause 
his decision to be made known to the 
officers concerned? 


Mr. HANBURY: The maximum pay 
of the sorting clerks and telegraphists 
at Ryde was raised from 40s. a week to 
44s. on the Ist April, 1897, under the 
general revision of scales of the indoor 
staff, carried out on the recommendation 
of the Tweedmouth Committee. No 
such general revision of town postmen’s 
pay was contemplated or recommended 
by the Committee. The petition of the 
Ryde postmen has been received and 
considered. A formal answer will be 
communicated to the postmen, express- 
ing regret that the circumstances do not 
admit of their request being acceded to. 
The wages of sorting clerks and tele 
graphists are determined by the amount 
of business. But the wages of postmen 
depend mainly upon the cost of living, 
and therefore do not necessarily follow 
the wages of the indoor staff. 


TRADES UNIONS AND THE POST 
OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether the 
Controller of the Post Office Savings 
Bank has refused to allow a legally con- 
stituted trade union of Government 
workers at Waltham Abbey Royal Gun 
powder Factory to open an account in 
the Post Office Savings Bank; and, if 
so, will he state the reason for not 
allowing unions of Government workers 
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the same privileges as granted to other 
unions / 

Mr. HANBURY: The objects of the 
Royal Gunpowder Factory Employees 
Union, as set forth in the copy of rules 
furnished by the applicants, did not 
bring the society within the scope of 
the Post Office Savings Bank Regula- 
tions which are set out in pages 436 and 
437 of the Post Office Guide. Registra- 
tion under the Trades Union Acts does 
not give a society any statutory right to 
deposit its funds in the Post Office 
Savings Bank as appears to be supposed, 
and only those societies (not being regis- 
tered friendly societies) are entitled to 
deposit which can be held to come within 
the category of charitable societies. 
There is, of course, no _ distinction 
between societies whose members are in 
the employ of the Government and 
those formed of other workers. 


STRONSAY PARISH MEDICAL OFFICER. 

Sir L. LYELL (Orkney and Shetland) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
he is aware that the parish council of 
Stronsay has given notice of dismissal to 
the parish medical officer, although no 
grounds of complaint have been made ; 
whether a parish council is within its 
right in dismissing its doctor without 
making specific charges; and whether 
the doctor has any right of appeal to 
the Local Government Board for an 
inquiry into the case! 

Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Local Government 
Board for Scotland that it is the 
case that the parish council have 
given notice of dismissal to their medical 
officer, and that they decline to 
furnish him with their reasons. They 
are within their rights in doing so, and, 
although I am informed that the Local 
Government Board have in this case 
asked the parish council for their reasons, 
I am not aware that the medical officer 
has any right of appeal in the matter. 


ST. GEORGE THE MARTYR, 
SOUTHWARK. 


Sm C. CAMERON (Glasgow, Bridge- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
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for the Home Department whether the 
inspector of burials has yet reported ag 
to the state of matters alleged to exist 
in the church and crypt of St. George 
the Martyr, Southwark? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tug 
HOME DEPARTMENT: A careful inves. 
tigation has been made by the inspector, 
but I shall not be in possession of his 
detailed Report and recommendations 
for a few days. 


BRITISH AND FOREIGN FLEETS. 

Sir C. DILKE: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty when the Return 
of the Fleets of Great Britain and 
foreign countries will be circulated? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I hope to-morrow—at 
all events, before the adjournment. 


NEW CANADIAN MAIL SERVICES. 

Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to the prospectus of the Canadian 
Royal Mail Steamship Company, and to 
the statement therein contained that the 
Imperial Government is to contribute an 
annual subsidy of £51,500 for 10 years 
from the commencement of the fast Atlan- 
tic service which the Company is to 
undertake ; whether such statement is 
correct ; and whether any and what op- 
portunity will be afforded to the House 
for discussing the matter during the 
present Session? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES: I have not seen the 
prospectus, but the statement which, 
according to the Question, is contained in 
it is correct. An opportunity will be 
given to the House of discussing the 
matter when the Vote for the subsidy is 
submitted. 


Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars) asked whether they would have 
an opportunity of considering this Vote 
before the subsidy was given? 





Mr. Steadman. 
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Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe COLONIES: Yes, when the subsidy 
is submitted, that is the usual time. 


Mr. PROVAND: Will the contract be 
laid on the Table in the same way as the 
contracts between the Post Office and the 
Peninsular and Oriental and the Cunard 
Companies? 


[No Reply.] 


ADULTERATION OF FOOD AND DRUGS. 
Mr. RICKETT (Scarborough): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he anticipates the 
introduction during this Session of a Bill 
dealing with the adulteration of food and 
drugs, as mentioned in the concluding 
paragrapk of the Queen’s Speech? 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg at 
the same time to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
can now state when the Bill dealing with 
the adulteration of food products will be 
introduced ? 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, Basing- 
stoke): I beg also to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he can now state when 
the Bill dealing with the adulteration of 
food products, which was mentioned in 
the Queen’s Speech, will be introduced? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I can answer 
all the Questions at once by saying that 
I hope to introduce a Bill on this subject 
shortly. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT TYPE- 
WRITER. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
application has been made to the Lords 
Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury 
by the Education Department, on behalf 
of a temporary typewriter employed in 
that Department, for his appointment to 
the permanent staff of the Department, 
or for an increased rate of pay ; whether 
such clerk is a son of one of the staff 
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officers of the Department, and whether 
he has so far been employed without 
having been certified by the Civil Service 
Commissioners as regards his fitness in 
respect of age, health, character, and 
attainments; and whether the rate of 
pay asked for is greater than that ac- 
corded to a clerk of the second division, 
entering by open competitive examina- 
tion, after 15 years’ service? 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir; no such 
application has reached the Treasury. 


TENTS FOR BRITISH TROOPS IN THE 
SOUDAN. 

Mr. KEMP (Lancashire, Heywood): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
the troops in the Soudan are provided 
with small tents only, while there are 
available in Cairo large Indian tents 
more suitable for their protection against 
the heat, and that the supply of filters is 
totally insufficient; and whether the 
Government will take action in both these 
matters to safeguard the health of the 
troops? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The provision of 
tents and filters to the troops in the 
Soudan rests entirely with the Egyptian 
Government, and these arrangements 
have been left to the discretion of the 
Sirdar. No complaints have reached the 
War Office. 


Mr. HOLLAND (Tower Hamlets, 
Bow): May I ask whether the Under 
Secretary of State for War cannot make 
some inquiry as to whether a large num- 
ber of cases of death from dysentery have 
not occurred among the troops which 
might have been avoided by some expen- 
diture in the direction mentioned? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I doubt whether that 
is so, but I will have inquiry made. 


CONVICT CHARLES NOWLAND. 
Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether any representations 
have been made to him with reference to 
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the health of Convict Charles Nowland, 
K 203; whether it is a fact that this 
prisoner has been suffering for years 
from acute rheumatic ailments; and 
whether, in view of this suffering and the 
enfeebled state of his health, the ques- 
tion of his release will be taken into 
favourable consideration ? 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: No repre- 
sentations have been received for some 
time, but it is the case that he suffers 
from chronic periostitis of the bones of 
the hand. The state of his health, which 
is otherwise fair, has been repeatedly 
under consideration, but has not been 
found to be such as to justify his release. 
He is serving a commuted life-sentence 
for the crime of murder, and his case 
will come up for consideration in the 
ordinary course next year. 


Army 


TREATMENT OF THE PARSEE FEROZE 
AT WORMWOOD SCRUBBS PRISON. 
Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Secre 

tary of State for the Home Department 

whether the Parsee Feroze, now an in- 
mate of a lunatic asylum, was certified 
as being of sound mind on his reception 
at Wormwood Scrubbs Prison in Novem- 
ber, 1892 ; whether he underwent several 
prison punishments while in that prison ; 
what were the exact number and the 
nature of these punishments ; how often 
was he punished while in Parkhurst Pri- 
son; and how many punishments of all 
kinds did this man undergo from the 
time of his sentence until he was certified 
as insane in 1895? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THs 
HOME DEPARTMENT: The answer to 
the first two paragraphs is in the affirma- 
tive; the answer to the third. 13, of 
which two were by birching and the 
remainder dietary. The answer to the 
fourth 12, all of which were dietary. No 
doubts as to his sanity arose until he had 
been some time at Parkhurst; he was 
then immediately placed under observa- 
tion and treatment in hospital, where he 
remained until he was certified insane. 
The prisoner’s insanity was traceable to a 
definite cause, which was not imprison- 
ment. 


Mr. Davitt. 
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Clothing. 
BAI BUREH. 


Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
his ‘attention has been called to a stata 
ment made by Bai Bureh, alleging that 
four of his people were murdered by a 
party under the leadership of a European 
for refusing to carry property which this 
party had seized, and also alleging that 
the English have been warring against 
and killing the native Timnehs witaout 
cause; and whether Mapolonto, the 
burial-place of the Timneh kings, has 
been burnt by the British forces? 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: I have seen reports of 
various statements alleged to have been 
made by Bai Bureh, and among others 
that he has not intended to make war on 
the Government, and has never been 
asked for a hut tax. If this is true it is 
clear that the tax was not, as was at 
first supposed, the cause of the rebellion. 
There is no mention in Bai Bureh’s 
reported statement of any refusal to 
carry property, and the Governor reports 
that his other statements are untrue. 
The burning of a place called Mapolonto 
has been reported, but there is nothing 
to show that it was known to be a burial- 
place. 


ARMY CLOTHING. 

Mr. JEFFREYS: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the Secretary of State for War 
in October, 1896, ordered a Committee 
to consider the question of the clothing 
of tha soldiers ; and whether any steps 
have been taken to carry out the recom- 
mendations of the Committee, consist- 
ing of Sir James Alleyne and three 
colonels of regiments, which reported 
that the scale of Government issue of 
several articles of clothing, including 
boots and trousers, was insufficient? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Question pro- 
bably refers io an informal inquiry insti- 
tuted in October, 1896, to consider the 
question of the clothing of the soldiers. 
A circular letter waz sent to the General 
Officers Commanding Aldershot District 
and Ireland, asking for information in 
regard to the amount paid and compen- 
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sation received bv soldiers on account of 
their clothing. The most important 
recommendation contained in the reports, 
which dealt with compensation for troops 
engaged at manceuvres, was immediately 


adopted. 


BURNLEY MILITARY DEPOT. 


Mr. STANHOPE (Burnley): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether the decision to abolish the, 
Military Depot at Burnley is final; 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that half the original cost of 
the barracks, when erected at the begin- 
ning of the present century, was defrayed 
by public subscription of the inhabitants 
of Burnley; and whether the War De- 
partment will, in the disposal of the site 
of the barracks now to be abolished, have 
due regard to the claims of the public, 
and give favourable consideration to the 
representations of the Corporation of 
Burnley upon the subject? 


Mr. BRODRICK : In regard to the first 
paragraph of the Question the reply is 
in the affirmative. In disposing of the 
site the Secretary of State will be quite 
ready to consider any representations 
that may be made to him. 


ALLEGED CRUEL TREATMENT OF 
BRITISH SEAMEN. 


Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth, S.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the brutality alleged to have been prac- 
tised towards his seamen by Captain 
Morris, of the British barque Ancyra, on 
her voyage from Hong-kong to New 
York ; whether he is aware that when the 
crew reached New York they were bruised, 
blackened, starved, and affected with 
scurvy, and they were calling piteously for 
a doctor; that during the voyage they 
were attacked inthe most brutal manner ; 
and that the implements used were large 
bamboo clubs, a bucket, an oak club, and 
the handle of a mop or broom; whether 
he ig aware that Dr. J. A. O’Neill, of 
New York, after referring to the horrible 
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condition of others of the crew, described 
seaman Edward Thompson as with his 
teeth ready to drop out of his gums, and 
with eruptions, and also as having behind 
his right ear a contused wound, which 
he said had been made with a belaying 
pin; whether any report has been re 
ceived by him on the subject from the 
British Consul General at New York; if 
he will make full inquiry into the matter 
without delay; and whether any steps 
will be taken to bring the offenders to 
justice? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: No official information has 
reached me with regard to the Ancyra, 
but the Consul General at New York has 
been asked to report the facts of the case. 
I may state that I have received a letter 
from the owners, who tell me that their 
agents in New York and the master, who 
replaced Captain Morris in command, 
advise them that the newspapers in New 
York which started and circulated these 
reports were not justified in doing so br 
the facts of the case. 


KILKENNY AND URLINGFORD MAIL 
SERVICE. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he can explain the cause of the delay in 
establishing a mail-car service between 
Kilkenny and Urlingford, which was de- 
cided upon last October; whether he is 
aware that great inconvenience is caused 
to the inhabitants of Urlingford and dis- 
trict by reason of the fact that their 
letters lie in the Kilkenny office from 
10 a.m. to 3 p.m. every day, and reach 
them too late to reply same day; and 
whether he will see that the direct mail- 
car communication promised is started 
at once? 


Mr. HANBURY: A mail-car service 
between Kilkenny and Urlingford for 
both night and day mails was established 
many years ago. The question which 
wag under consideration last October was 
that of improving the hours of the car, 
with the view of remedying the incon- 
venience to which the honourable Mem- 
ber refers. Great difficulty has been 
found in effecting this improvement. 
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STOKERS AT THE ROYAL LABORA- 
TORY, WOOLWICH. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether it is a fact that, in the Royal 
Laboratory at Woolwich, stokers who are 
working a night and day shift, should one 
be late in starting, he is stopped his 
time, while the man who does the work 
gets no extra pay? 


Mr. BRODRICK: When a stoker fails 
to attend at starting time the one who 
should be relieved remains on duty till 
the foreman can arrange for his relief. 
By an arrangement which has been in 
force since 1893, stokers are paid on a 
consolidated weekly rating which, in the 
Royal Laboratory, is fixed so as to cover 
any occasional extra attendance. When 
the contingency thus provided for does 
not arise the stoker is a gainer by the 
arrangement. The stoker who does not 
attend loses pay for the time he is absent. 


Mr. STEADMAN: May I ask if the 
stoker who does the work when the other 
stoker is absent from duty gets paid? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The stoker who per- 

_ forms the work has already been paid by 

the extra rating, while he who does not 
do it obviously has no claim to it. 


Mr. STEADMAN: What extra pay 
does the stoker receive for working what 
practically is overtime? 


Mr. BRODRICK: If the honourable 
Member will put down the question I 
will endeavour to get the information. 


Appeal for Jury Repeal 


ROSCREA, ETC., MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he can now state the 
details regarding the arrangement with 
the Great Southern and Western Rail- 
way Company for carrying out the con- 
templated improvement in the mail 
service to the towns of Roscrea, Nenagh, 
and Birr ; and if there is any probability 
of the needed accommodation being 
within a 


afforded to these localities 
reasonable time? 
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Mr. HANBURY: The Post Office pro- 
posals on this subject will be laid before 
the Treasury in the course of a day or 
two, and no time will be lost in arriving 
at a decision. 


RIOTS IN THE YANGTZE VALLEY. 
Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he can give the 
House any information as to the aileged 
riots in the Yangtze Valley ; and whether, 
in view of our predominant interest 'n 
that region, the Government are _pre- 
pared to assist the Chinese authorities 
in maintaining order? 


Mr. CURZON: Her Majesty’s Minis. 
ter at Pekin has reported a riot at 
Shashih, in which the Customs House, the 
Japanese Consulate, and Messrs. Jardine 
and Matheson’s house were burnt. There 
has also been a riot at Sungpu, and the 
Swedish Mission there driven out, but no 
lives were lost. Telegraphing on May 
16th, Sir Claude Macdonald stated that 
all Europeans from both places had ar- 
rived safely at Hankow. Her Majesty's 
ship Hsk has been sent to Shashih and 
Her Majesty’s ship Phenix to Hankow. 
Japanese mea of war have also been sent. 


APPEAL FOR JURY REPEAL (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Mr. J. WILSON (Falkirk): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate if he will press 
forward the Appeal for Jury Repeal 
(Scotland) Bill, seeing that it is desir- 
able that it should be on the Statute 
Book by the Ist July, the date of the 
commencement of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: As I have 
reason to believe that the Bill referred to 
is to meet with opposition, and as the 
matters dealt with in it form a proper 
subject for the consideration of the De 
partmental Committee on Sheriff Court 
Procedure, I do not think it will be desir 
able to press it this Session. 
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NATAL AS A COALING STATION. 

Sir C. CAYZER (Barrow-in-Furness) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he is aware that all ocean 
liners and steamers trading to South 
Africa and the East drawing up to 21 
feet of water have for some time past 
regularly taken their supplies of coal 
alongside the wharf at Durban; that 
vessels of any draft can be coaled from 
lighters in the outer anchorage; and 
that the quality of the coal produced in 
Natal is well reported on; and whether 
Her Majesty’s ships on the Cape Station 
will in future coal at Natal instead of 
taking coal from elsewhere at a greatly 
increased cost? 


Captain NORTON: I beg at the same 
time to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether it has been brought to his 
notice that the Natal Government has 
recently been spending large sums in 
dredging the port of Durban, with such 
satisfactory results that the bar depth 
has been maintained at an average depth 
of 19 feet 2 inches at low water of spring 
tides, and of 24 feet 2 inches at high 
water, during the past six months; and 
whether, seeing the great value of Dur- 
ban to the Empire as the outlet for the 
immense coal-bearing areas of Natal and 
Zululand, he will reconsider the advisa- 
bility of converting the port of Durban 
into an Imperial coaling station? 


Mr. FORTESCUE FLANNERY : I beg 
also to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he is aware that during 
the years 1896 and 1897 vessels drawing 
over 21 feet of water used the Natal 
Harbour, and that there is frequently 
25 feet at high water spring tides; that 
the Admiral in command of the Cape 
station has telegraphed to the Colonial 
Government of Natal for 2,000 tons of 
free coal to be sent to Simons Bay, and 
that in future all Her Majesty’s ships 
under his command going eastward will 
coal at Port Natal; and whether, in view 
of the patriotic gift of 12,000 tons of 
coal per annum promised by the Colony 
of Natal, and the strategical importance 
of Port Natal as a coaling station, the 
Admiralty will reconsider its decision 
against converting the port into an 
Imperial coaling station? 
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| Tue CIVIL LORD or tae ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. J. A. Coamperzarn, Worces- 
tershire, E.): Her Majesty’s Government 
appreciate the patriotic gift of 12,000 
tons of coal annually from the Govern- 
ment of Natal, and propose to take ad- 
vantage of it as far as possible; but 
a regular systematised use of the port 
for coaling accessibility and safety are 
primary considerations. It is perfectly 
true that during the past year or two 
ships of 21 feet have passed safely into 
Durban, but the variations of depth on 
the bar, which is a constantly shifting 
one, are still so considerable, notwith- 
standing the steady improvement of re- 
cent years, that it cannot yet be stated 
with confidence that a vessel of this 
draught will find sufficient depth at all 
times. Work, which it has taken 
months of dredging to carry out, may be 
rendered useless by a short spell of 
heavy weather from the east. Vessels 
when once over the bar can coal from 
wharves. Owing to the difficulty in ob- 
taining Welsh coal, in consequence of the 
present strike, the Commander-in-Chief 
availed himself of the offer of the Natal 
Government, and did make a request re- 
cently that 2,000 tons of coal should be 
sent to Simons Town, Her Majesty’s 
Government paying the freight. He has 
also arranged for Her Majesty’s ships to 
call at Durban for coal whenever practi- 
cable. Her Majesty’s ships have for many 
years coaled in the outer roads of Natal, 
and the great improvement of the port 
now enables the smaller vessels to take 
coal within its shelter. The works still 
in hand give reason to hope that the port 
will steadily improve. With the immense 
number of works already in progress, and 
the pressing suggestions from various 
Colonies and from seaports at home as 
to similarly utilising their ports, it is im- 
possible to give any pledge at this stage 
as to the particular works which may be 
next taken in hand. 


Sir C. CAYZER: Will the question be 
again considered when there is suffi- 
cient water at the bar? 


Mr. FORTESCUE FLANNERY: May 
I ask whether the Admiralty are aware 
that several lines of steamships—includ 
ing the Castle, the Union, the Aber 
deen, the Clan, and the King lines 
—use the Port of Natal as a coaling 
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station, and that 30,000 tons of coal is 


Romsey 


the monthly output for coaling the mer-|, 


cantile marine at that port? Will he 
also explain what the grounds are on 
which it is stated that after 24 hours’ 
bad weather the port is inaccessible over 
the bar? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY: Perhaps my honourable Friend 
will give notice of that Question. 


EXTIRPATION OF RABIES. 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): I beg tc 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he can state what 
further progress has been made since 
February last with the eradication of 
rabies in England; over what districts 
muzzling orders are still in force; and 
whether, in view of the probable remis- 
sion of these orders altogether at some 
not distant date, he will consider the 
desirability of passing this Session the 
Dogs Regulation Bill, which gives to 
local authorities power to enforce collar 
and registration regulations? 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: During the last 11 


weeks there have been four cases of 


rabies reported, as compared with 36 in 
the corresponding period of 1897, and 
133 in that of 1896. Muzzling orders 
are still in force in the Home Counties, 
districts round Birmingham and Middles- 
brough, and in Lancashire, and the West 
Riding. I should be very glad to secure 
an early opportunity for the considers- 
tion of the Bill to which my honourable 
Friend refers, for the reason stated in his 
Question, especially sinte it is clear that 
much misunderstanding exists as to the 
effect and objects of the Bill. 


Dr. TANNER: May I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether, in view 
of the approaching dog days, the dogs’ 
regulation will include cats as well 
as other animals?. 


[No Reply.] 
Mr. Flannery. 
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LUNACY (SCOTLAND) REPORT. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, in view of the fact that the 
Lunacy (Scotland) Report for 1896-97 
was issued on 9th March, 1897, will he 
explain why the Report for 1897-98 is 
not yet in the hands of Members; and 
can he say when it will be published? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The date 
mentioned by the honourable Member 
is not accurate. The Lunacy Report for 
Scotland was issued, not on the 9th 
March, 1897, but on the 4th September, 
1897. I am informed by the General 
Board of Lunacy that their Report for 
1897-98 will be transmitted to the Secre- 
tary for Scotland for presentation to 
Parliament about the end of July, and 
that it will probably be circulated about 
the same time as last year. 


ROMSEY LICENSING PROSECUTION. 

ApmiriL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he will 
call for a Report from the Chief Con- 
stable of Hants as to the alleged abuse 
in the administration of justice at the 
Romsey Borough Bench, in November 
last, namely, that two justices, by name 
Mr. Bentley George and Mr. James Cole- 
clough, the former being the manager 
and a shareholder in Messrs. Strong and 
Company’s brewery, and the latter the 
head brewer of the firm in question, sat 
and adjudicated as justices in a prosecu- 
tion instituted by the police under the 
Licensing Acts against a disreputable 
woman found in the “Bridge Tavern,” 
after closing hours, the property of the 
said firm, in the said borough, nocwith- 
standing the fact that they were respect- 
fully warned by the superintendent of 
police, through the clerk to the justices, 
that they, as interested parties, ought 
not to act as magistrates in judging the 
case ; whether he will call upon the said 


justices to explain and justify their 
conduct; and, if the facts are as 
stated, whether he will bring the 
matter under the notice of the 


Lord Chancellor, with a view to their 
names being removed from the Commis- 
sion of the Peace? 








5, 


oOo tar — 6 Ww Se Ww 


2k ee 








369 The Navy and 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have inquired 
into this matter, and the facts appear to 
be substantially as stated in the Ques- 
tion. I asked the justices for their obser- 
vations on the matter, and have received 
from them an explanation which I do 
not consider to be satisfactory. I have 
felt it my duty in consequence to 
address a communication to the justices 
to that effect. 


MILITARY BIRTHDAY CELEBRATION 
AT DEVONPORT. 

Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the War Office authori- 
ties are aware that the Naval Com- 
mander-in-Chief at Devonport has pub- 
lished an official Memorandum stating 
that in consequence of the absence of 
troops from the garrisons the customary 
military divisional parade to celebrate 
Her Majesty’s birthday will not take 
place this year, and notifies arrangements 
for holding instead a military parade, 
under his command, of the _ blue- 
jackets and marines by brigades for that 
purpose, and whether the statement is 
correct ; and, if so, where is the general 
officer commanding the troops in that 
district, and what has become of the 
garrisons? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Infantry gar- 
rison at Devonport has been reduced by 
two battalions owing to the reconstruc- 
tion of the drainage at Raglan Barracks. 
The customary military divisional parade 
to celebrate Her Majesty’s birthday will 
accordingly not take place. The general 
officer commanding the troops in the 
district is at Devonport. 


Sir J. COLOMB: May I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether, in view 
of the paucity of troops in this garrison, 
it is in contemplation to reduce the 
general staff, which now costs £9,000 a 
year, and consists of 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice 
must be given of that. 
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THE NAVY AND THE MARINES. 


Sir J. COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that the Admiral Commander- 
in-Chief at Devonport has notified his 
intention to hold a military parade, under 
his command, on the 24th instant, of 
naval and marine brigades, the latter 
consisting of two battalions, one supplied. 
from the ships under the Admiral’s com- 
mand and the other from marines on 
shore at headquarters under the com- 
mand of the general officer of the dis- 
trict, and serving under the Army Act; 
and that marines serving under the Army 
Act are not liable to be commanded by 
naval officers while so serving on shore ; 
and will he state under what Act an 
Admiral is legally entitled to claim the 
command of marines serving on shore- 
under the Army Act? 


‘Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY: The parade will be held with 
the full concurrence of the general officer 
of the district at Devonport, who himself 
suggested the course to be pursued, and’ 
put it into general orders. The marines 
serving in barracks and those serving 
afloat will form three battalions, all 
under the command of the marine com- 
mandant. All arrangements appear to 
have been made with the cordial co 
operation of the naval and military 
authorities, and no discordant note has 
been sounded. 


Sm J. COLOMB: Is it not the case 
that marines at headquarters serve under 
the Army Act, and are not, therefore, 
liable to naval command? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: Yes; but this parade will be 
held with the full concurrence of the 
general officer commanding. I will supply 
the honourable and gallant Member with 
a copy of the Act. under which this is 
done. I believe the marines would have 
regretted if they had not been associated 
with the celebration. 


Sm J. COLOMB: But I want a dis- 
tinct answer to the Question. Are the 
marines serving under the Army Act, and’ 
not, therefore, liable to naval command? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: I repeat I will send my 








371 Trish 
honourable Friend a copy of the Act 
under which the arrangements are being 
made. 


Sm J. COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether he 
is aware of the increasing tendency for 
naval officers specially trained for opera- 
tions on the water to take command on 
shore of marine officers specially trained 
for operations on land; and whether he 
proposes to issue any regulations to 
secure that officers trained for specific 
duties shall be permitted to assume the 
responsibilities of their efficient dis- 
charge, especially as regards the control 
and direction of their own men? 


Tae FIRST LORD or tae ADMI- 
RALTY: No, Sir; I know of no such 
increasing tendency. I should regret it 
if there were, but I know of none. The 
Board does not propose to issue any 
regulations. The responsibility of 
making arrangements for the successful 
accomplishment of any operations they 
may be directed to undertake must 
necessarily be left to Commanders-in- 
‘Chief or the senior officers in command. 


BICYCLES AND THE DETECTION 
CRIME. 

Mr. P. O'BRIEN: I beg to ask the 
‘Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether for every prosecution 
instituted against a licensed publican in 
Ireland by an officer of the Royal Irish 
‘Constabulary a reward of 5s. per case 
is given to the constable if he was riding 
a bicycle when he detected the offence ; 
will he explain why no reward of the 
kind is given if the constable prosecuting 
does not use a bicycle; whether there is 
any section of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary Police Code authorising this reward ; 
and, if so, what section ; for what special 
reason was this reward to cycling con- 
stables instituted ; and whether it will 
be given in future to constables on foot 
who discharge similar duties? 


Mr. G. BALFOUR: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the negative. The 
section of the code to which the honour- 
able Member refers is as follows— 


OF 


“Whenever any member of the force per- 
forms any important duty, such as zn arrest, 


First Lord of the Admiralty. 
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detection, etc., by means of riding a bicycle, 
the case is to be specially reported to the 
Inspector General, giving full particulars,” 


In any such case a small reward might be 
paid to a member of the force, but each 
case is considered on its own merits, and 
the duty must be shown to be more 
than ordinary duty. The object in 
giving such reward is to encourage the 
police to use their bicycles as a means 
of detection, the cycles being their own 
property. Rewards for services of ex- 
ceptional merit are not confined to con- 
stables using bicycles, as the honourable 
Member assumes. 


IRISH STATE PAPERS. 

Sm T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury if he is aware that the number of 
volumes of the State Papers, “ Rolls 
Series,” has been so far 219 for England 
and only 11 for Ireland? And whether, 
seeing that £1,000 is annually voted by 
Parliament for the publication of the 
Scottish State Papers, and that nothing 
is voted for the publication of the Irish 
State Papers, he will see that an appro- 
priation is made in the Estimates for the 
current year for the specific purpose of 
the publication of Irish State Papers, and 
that the disparity between the number 
of volumes published for England and 
for Ireland will be, as soon as possible, 
reduced ? 

Mr. HANBURY: The “ Rolls Series” 
are not State Papers in the technical 
sense, but documents affording material 
for the History of the Country before the 
Reign of Henry VIII. The publication 
of the series, which began in 1857, is 
now coming to a close. Of the 244 
volumes which have been published, 12 
are exclusively Irish, 3 are exclusively 
Scotch, and the remaining 229, though 
chiefly English, also throw light upon the 
history of Scotland and Ireland. We 
have received no representations as to 
important Irish documents being still un- 
published. The £1,000 mentioned in 
the Question is provided annually in the 
Vote for the Register House, Edinburgh, 
for the publication of Scottish Historical 
Records, not necessarily State Papers. 
The Royal Irish Academy, which deals 
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with similar documents of purely Irish 
interest, receives from the State, in 
money and housing, upwards of £2,000 
a year, though it is fair to add that the 
funds of the society are applicable to 
other purposes besides the publication of 
such documents. Private collections of 
historical documents are dealt with Ly 
the Historical MS. Commission, who have 
recently been engaged on the Ormonde 
Papers and the Acts of Queen Elizabeth’s 
Council in Ireland. We recently bought 
back for the Irish Record Office some 
State Papers of about two centuries back 
at the sale of the Phillips library. State 
Papers are being calendared for all the 
three kingdoms, and up to the present 
time there have been published 66 
volumes of calendars which relate to 
England and Wales alone; of volumes 
relating to Ireland as well as England, 40 
have been published and 4 are in the 
press ; and of volumes relating to Ireland 
alone, 18 have been published and 2 are 
in the press. 


UNCERTIFIED DEATHS IN SCOTLAND. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that the 
medical officer of health for Inverness in 
his report for the year 1897, in calling 
attention to the numerous uncertified 
deaths, states that in the case of six 
parishes in which the entire number of 
deaths during the year amounted to 367, 
as many as 225 of that number were un- 
certified by a medical practitioner; and 
will he say whether the Government pro- 
poses to take any steps in the matter? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am in- 
formed by the Local Government Board 
that they have observed the statement 
of the medical officer of health for Inver- 
ness-shire as to the excessive number of 
uncertified deaths in certain parishes. 
The question has, I understand, been fre- 
quently brought under the notice of the 
Board, but it is difficult to suggest a 
practical remedy. As the honourable 
Member is no doubt aware, the general 
question of death certification was fully 
reported upon by a Select Committee of 
this House in 1893. 
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CAUSER WATER SUPPLY. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that Dr. 
John Grant, the medical officer of health 
for the parishes of Abernethy and Dut- 
hill, is quoted in the Report of the 
medical officer of health for Inverness- 
shire for 1897, as having expressed the 
opinion that a supply of pure water 
should be supplied amongst other places 
to the village of Causer, in the Badenoch 
district of Inverness-shire ; and, in view 
of the fact that Dr. Grant further de 
clares that the sanitary condition of the 
district cannot be regarded as satis 
factory in the absence of that supply, 
will he state what steps the local authori- 
ties propose to take in order to meet the 
requirements of the medical officer of 
health ? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am in- 
formed by the Local Government Board 
that it is the case that the local medical 
officer of health for Abernethy and Dut- 
hill has expressed the opinion alluded to 
in the first part of the question. They 
have no knowledge of the further opinion 
referred to in the second part of the 
question, and I am not able to say what 
steps the local authority proposes to take 
in the matter. 


OMAGH LAND COMMISSION. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the number of fair rent appeals 
disposed of by the Chief Commission 
during the last sitting at Omagh, and 
also in how many cases were the judicial 
rents fixed by the Sub-Commissioners con- 
firmed reduced, and increased respec- 
tively? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There were 
93 cases on the list to be disposed of by 
the Commissioners at their last sitting at 
Omagh. In 49 of these cases the rents 
fixed by the Sub-Commissioners were 
affirmed, in 22 cases they were increased, 
and in three they were reduced. Of the 
remaining cases, six stand adjourned, in 
three cases the originating notices were 
dismissed, nine were settled by mutual 
agreement between the parties, and in 
only one case was judgment reserved. 
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AMALGAMATED POST OFFICE CLERKS’ 
PAY. 

Mr. P. O'BRIEN: I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the maximum pay of clerks 
in the smaller amalgamated post 
offices is 34s. to 36s. per week, and 
the maximum in the larger offices is 54s. 
to 56s. per week; whether the clerks in 
the smaller offices have the same duties 
to discharge and are they in numerous 
cases kept on duty from 12 to 15 hours 
per day, in opposition to the recommen- 
dations of the Tweedmouth Committee ; 
and whether he will call for a Return of 
the hours worked by these clerks with 
the view of bringing their hours of labour 
and their scale of pay under the rules 
regulating the treatment of clerks in the 
larger offices? 


Mr. HANBURY: The maximum pay 
for male sorting clerks and telegraphists 
ranges from 50s. to 56s. a week at the 
larger provincial post offices, and from 
34s. to 44s. a week at the amalgamated 
offices. The offices are divided into 
groups according to their size and impor- 
tance, with maxima ranging from 34s. to 
56s. aweek. The sorting clerks and tele- 
graphists at the smaller offices have the 
same kind of duty as those at the larger 
offices, but it is not equally onerous and 
important. It is not believed that any 
officers are kept on duty from 12-to 15 
hours a day. If they are, it is a breach 
of the rules which would be immediately 
rectified if represented by the officers 
concerned. Such a Return as the 
honourable Member suggests is not neces- 
sary, as the hours of labour and the scales 
of pay are generally in accordance with 
the recommendations of Lord Tweed- 
mouth’s Committee. 


IRISH WORKHOUSE 
TION. 


ACCOMMODA- 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
give the population of Ireland approxi- 
mately when the workhouses were built 
there, and the population at the time of 
taking the last census; and whether, 
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seeing that the population of Ireland 
has largely decreased since the work- 
houses were built, he will introduce into 
the Local Government (Ireland) Bill a 
clause giving powers to county councils 
to amalgamate workhouses where they 
consider necessary ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The work- 
houses in Ireland were built between the 
years 1838 and 1851. The population 
of Ireland, as given in the Census Re 
turns for the years 1831, 1841, and 1851 
was 7,767,401, 8,175,124, and 6,551,970 
respectively. The population of Ireland 
at the last census (1891) was 4,704,750. 
I am not prepared to introduce a clause 
such as suggested in the Question, but I 
may remind the honourable Member that 
clause 50, sub-section 2, of the Local 
Government Bill provides that the Local 
Government Board, on the application 
of a county council, and after communica- 
tion with the guardians concerned, may 
amalgamate unions for the purpose of 
placing a workhouse at the disposal of the 
council for an auxiliary lunatic asylum. 


COUNTY COURT JUDGE CRAIG. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Attorney 
General for Ireland whether he is aware 
that County Court Judge Craig has fre- 
quently complained of the extra amount 
of business brought before him in the way 
of processes for sums of less than £2; 
whether he is aware that the reason of 
plaintiffs preferring the county court for 
the recovery of small debts is that, as 
the law stands at present in Ireland, a 
plaintiff who gets a decree in the petty 
sessions court has to employ a bailiff at 
any fee the bailiff demands, whereas if a 
decree is obtained in the county court 
the sheriff executes the decree according 
to an arranged scale of fees ; and whether 
he will introduce a Bill this Session 
making it imperative on sheriffs of 
counties to execute decrees obtained in 
the petty sessions court for the same 
scale of charges as decrees obtained in 
the county court ? 


Tur ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxrnson, Londonderry, N.): 
My attention has been called to the 
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matter referred to, and I have been in- 
formed by Judge Craig that he made no 
complaint whatever as to any extra work 
having been put upon him by the prac- 
tice mentioned. I am not aware that 
the county court has been resorted to 
for the reasons stated in the Question, 
but it has been suggested to me that 
. small debts are sued for in that court 
because the plaintiffs and their solicitors 
prefer that tribunal. It is not intended 
to introduce this Session any legisla- 
tion on the subject. 


LETTER DELIVERIES NEAR DUBLIN. 

Mr. J. H. CAMPBELL (Dublin, St. 
Stephen’s Green) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, will he explain why 
the evening delivery of letters from 
provincial districts in Ireland has been 
discontinued in Milltown, Dundrum, 
Shankhill, Bray, and other places in the 
vicinity of Dublin, to the great incon- 
venience of the inhabitants of these 
places; and will he arrange for the 
restoration of the delivery? 


Mr HANBURY: The letters from the 
provincial districts in Ireland which 
formerly arrived in Dublin in time for 
the evening delivery in Milltown, Dun- 
drum, Shankhill, Bray, and other places 
are now received too late for that deli- 
very, the trains by which the letters are 
conveyed being brought into Dublin 50 
minutes later than formerly in order to 
give towns in the provinces the latest 
possible dispatch for English letters. 
The question of postponing the evening 
delivery so as again to include the Irish 
provincial letters has been more 
than once considered, but the delivery 
would have to be postponed to so late an 
hour as to become practically useless. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it not the fact 
that the so-called acceleration of the 
mails, so far as the Dublin district is 
concerned, has become simply a public 
nuisance? 


Mr. HANBURY: I cannot say that. 
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IRISH SHERIFFS AND SUB-SHERIFFS. 


Mr. J. H. CAMPBELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Committee 
appointed last year under the presidency 
of Lord Justice Holmes, in reference to 
the offices of sheriff and sub-sheriff in 
Ireland, has made its Report; and, if 
the Report has been made, whether 
copies can be obtained by Members of 
this House; and whether Her Majesty’s 
Government propose to take any action 
in reference to such Report? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Report 
referred to in the Question is a confi- 
dential document, and could not be sup- 
plied to honourable Members. The 
Government have not been able to act on 
the Report, but the matter is engaging 
their attention. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN DROMORE 
WEST UN,LN. 

Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, is he aware 
that the Local Government Board of 
Ireland refused to sanction the erection 
of a labourer’s cottage in Dromore West 
Union for a labourer named Michael 
Carvey, of Carrowkilpatrick, Dromard ; 
is he aware that Mrs. Hart, a local land- 
owner, is now prepared to give a site; 
can he explain on what grounds the 
sanction of the Local Government Board 
was refused ; and will he order inquiries 
to be made in regard to this matter, and 
instruct the Local Government Board to 
allow the cottage to be erected without 
undue delay, in case no serious obstacle 
exists? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The honour- 
able Member has been misinformed as 
regards this case. The Local Govern- 
ment Board did not refuse to sanction 
the erection of the cottage in question ; 
on the contrary, they approved of it. 


BELFAST POST OFFICES. 


Mr. P. A. MSHUGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General whether he is 
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aware that many leading merchants in 
Belfast suffer grave inconvenience and 
loss through the want of a post office in 
Corporation Square ; and has application 
been made for the establishment of a 
post office in Corporation Square; has 
the application been considered; and 
with what result? 


Mr. HANBURY: There are already 
post offices at York Street, Queen Square, 
and Waring Street, Belfast, distant 465, 
489, and 568 yards respectively from 
Corporation Square. Applications have 
been considered for a post office in the 
square, but no suitable premises have 
yet been obtained. 


KILLALOE QUARTER SESSIONS. 

Mr. P. A. M'HUGH: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
how many cases were entered for hear- 
ing at the Killaloe Quarter Sessions in 
the two years ended 31st March, 1898 ; 
how many of those cases, exclusive of 
those settled after entry, were disposed of 
by the county court judge in Killaloe, 
and how many were adjourned by him 
to Ennis; is he aware that litigants in 
the Killaloe Quarter Sessions district are 
constantly subjected to serious incon- 
venience and expense through the ad- 
journment of their cases to Ennis; and 
can he explain on what grounds cases 
are being constantly adjourned from 
Killaloe to Ennis by the county court 
judge? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The num- 
ber of cases referred to in the first para- 
graph is 41. Of these, 19 were disposed 
of at Killaloe and three were adjourned 
to Ennis. In two of the adjourned cases 
the adjournment was. by consent of the 
solicitors for both parties, and in the 
remaining case the plaintiff’s solicitor 
was not in attendance when the case 
was called. The statements in the third 
and fourth paragraphs appear, therefore, 
to have been made under a misconception 
of the actual facts. 


Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh. 


{COMMONS} 








Cahirciveen. 380 


DISTRESS AT CAHIRCIVEEN. 


Mr. T. J. FARRELL (Kerry, S.): [ 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the reso. 
lutions passed by the priests of the Cahir- 
civeen Deanery, as published in the Irish 
Daily Independent, on the 14th in- 
stant, in which it is stated that on 
the 9th May there were seven patients in 
the Cahirciveen Fever Hospital from 
Portmagee parish ; whether he can men- 
tion the date on which the Local Govern- 
ment Board inspector visited the Island 
of Valentia, and reported that he had 
visited and ascertained that every desti- 
tute person on the island was relieved ; 
whether temporary relief has been re- 
peatedly given to hundreds of destitute 
families in Cahirciveen district during 
the past three months from the Mansion 
House Committee and other charitable 
sources ; whether he can state the amount 
of relief these destitute families received 
from Government aid during the same 
period ; is he aware that the rates in the 
Cahirciveen Union are at present 9s. in 
the £ valuation, and that the evils with 
which the people in this locality are face 
to face are greatly aggravated by the 
cessation of credit on the part of the 
shopkeepers, whose resources are almost 
exhausted, 38 small farmers owing to one 
merchant for food alone £850; and 
whether, under the circumstances, he will 
relieve the guardians from the provision 
which compels them to become liable 
for one-fourth of the money expended in 
relief works in this district ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: On Tuesday 
last the honourable Member for the 
St. Patrick Division of Dublin drew my 
attention to the statement in the first 
paragraph. There were four cases of 
fever in the union hospital from the 
Portmagee district on the 9th May, not 
seven as alleged. There were, however, 
on the same date three cases in the 
hospital from the district of Emlagh. 
The inspector has visited Valentia Island 
on several occasions during the winter 
and spring. On the 26th, 27th, and 28th 
April, he was making inquiries through- 
out the Cahirciveen Union, and on the 
27th, when at Portmagee, which is in 
the Valentia district, he procured all the 
information nossible from the relieviug 
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officer and others as to the _state 
of Valentia Island, and satisfied himself 
that the relieving officer was doing his 
duty. On the 11th instant the inspector 
again visited the Island. I have no 
information as to the extent to which 
grants from charitable funds have been 


distributed in the district. The guar- 
dians, as the honourable Member is 


aware, have declined to accept the finan- 
cial aid offered to them by the Govern- 
ment towards relieving the poor of the 
union. The average poor rate in the 
union is this year 2s. 93d. in the £. 
The county cess amounts to 3s. 9d. In 
the adjoining union of Kenmare, where 
the average poor rate is 2s, 9d., the 
guardians have now resolved to adopt 
the labour test scheme. I have no know- 
ledge of the number of people indebted 
to the shopkeepers. There is nothing in 
the circumstances of the Cahirciveen 
Union which would warrant a departure 
from the lines on which the scheme of 
relief measures has been successfully put 
into operation in districts more congested 
than Cahirciveen, and in which the poor 
rates are higher. 


LAND APPEALS IN COUNTY KERRY. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 1s 
aware that great inconvenience is caused 
in the county of Kerry to farmers whose 
appeals are pending for one-and-a-half 
years in connection with the Head Land 
Commission ; whether he can state when 
they last heard appeals in Kerry; and 
when will they next visit that county? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Land 
Commissioners last sat in Killarney for 
the hearing of appeals on the 29th June, 
1897, and following days. The list then 
for hearing contained all cases in which 
appeals were received prior to May, 1897. 
The next Sitting of the Appeal Court 
for county Kerry has not as yet been 
arranged. 


PEEL ESTATE, COUNTY KERRY. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, with reference to 
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the Peel estate in county Kerry, whether 
he is aware that on 13th December last 
Judge Ross issued a request to the Land 
Commission under section 40 of the Irish 
Land Act, 1896, for an inspection, with 
the view to a sale, of the landlord’s 
interest to the tenants on the estate; 
whether he is aware that no such inspec- 
tion has yet been made; whether hé can 
explain the cause of delay; and if he 
oan say about what date the inspection 
is likely to be made? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The request 
for an inspection in this case was 
lodged in the Land Commission on the 
Ist April of this year, and the matter 1s 
now in the hands of the inspector, who 
will carry out the inspection before the 
end of the presenf month. 


SIERRA LEONE HUT TAX. 

Mr. McDERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, seeing that the levy- 
ing of the hut tax in the British West 
African Settlements has been condemned 
by successive Governors of Lagos, Sierra 
Leone, and the Gold Coast as an unsuit- 
able method of raising taxation, generally 
calculated to lead to disturbances, he can 
state the reasons which led the 
Colonial Office to enforce a tax declared 
to be objectionable in its incidence? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror rue 
COLONIES: The statement that a hut 
tax has been condemned by successive 
Governors of Lagos, Sierra Leone, and 
Gold Coast is not correct. For the 
reasons for which the hut tax was 
imposed in Sierra Leone, I would refer 
to the statement I made on the 10th 
instant. 


JEDDAH-MECCA ROAD. 

Mr. McDERMOTT: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether his attention has been 
called to the insecurity of travellers 
between Jeddah and Mecca, and the 
repeated acts of brigandage committed 
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on British subjects on the road, for which 
redress cannot be obtained; and, if 30, 
what steps, if any, have been taken to 
protect Mohammedans who are British 
subjects journeying on the highways in 
Arabia? 


Mr. CURZON: I have examined the 
recent Reports of Her Majesty’s Consul 
at Jeddah, but, while he speaks of some 
acts of petty robbery near Mecca, and of 
apprehensions entertained in consequence 
of the enforced isolation of Jeddah, owing 
to the fear of plague, there is nothing 
in his Reports to indicate an abnormal 
state of insecurity or brigandage. On 
the contrary, he speaks of a rumoured 
attack upon an Indian caravan as having 
proved to be quite without foundation. 


VOLUNTEER HONORARY 
COLONELCIES. 

Mr. McDERMOTT: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
he is able, in the interests of the Volun- 
teer Force, to communicate to the House 
the steps taken by the Commander-in- 
Chief to stop the sale of honorary 
colonelcies of Volunteer regiments, and 
to cancel the commissions of those 
gentlemen who have, for monetary con- 
siderations, introduced into the Volun- 
teer Force unsuitable candidates for 
honorary field rank? 


Mr. BRODRICK: In reference to the 
matter alluded to by the honourable 
Member, the commission of one honorary 
colonel has, as I have alreadv stated in 
this House, been cancelled. The resigna- 
tion of the commanding officer of a 
Volunteer regiment, who was the channel 
of communication in this case, has been 
accepted. The question of taking steps 
to prevent similar occurrences in future 
is now under consideration. 


MAGHERAFELT WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. McCARTAN (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, with reference to the 
last meeting of the Magherafelt Board of 
Guardians, whether he is aware that 


Mr. McDermott. 


{COMMONS} 








Registers. 384 


Dr. Vesey, J.P., the medical officer of the 
dispensary, reported to the Board that 
the surroundings of the well supplying 
the dispensary pump in Magherafelt and 
the lane from St. Swithin’s Church were 
in a filthy and unsanitary condition ; and 
whether, in the interest of the public 
health, the Local Government Board wil] 
direct something to be done in the 
matter? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am ip- 
formed that the facts are as stated in 
the first paragraph. The Local Govern- 
ment Board have directed their medical 
inspector to visit the locality with a view 
to urging the sanitary authority to take 
the necessary steps for the preservation 
of the public health. 


IRISH REGISTERS. 

Mr. M. HEALY (Cork): I beg to 
ask the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether, after the Local Government 
(Ireland) Bill is passed, the Parliamen- 
tary register and local government sup- 
plement will be printed by the clerk of 
the peace or town clerk, or partly by 
one and partly by the other; and 
whether the Bill makes any change in 
the functions of the clerk of the peace in 
connection with the preparation of the 
Parliamentary voters’ lists and register 
beyond adding the local government 
supplement thereto? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Parliamentary 
registers, augmented, however, by the 
names of Peers and women duly quali- 
fied as local government electors, will be 
printed by the clerks of the peace as 
heretofore, and no change further than 
is involved in the addition of these names 
will be made in the functions of these 
officials. Under the Registration Act of 
this year, and the rules made in pur- 
suance of it, the town clerks will only 
require to arrange the lists received by 
them from the clerks of the peace in 
such a manner as to be suitable for 
municipal elections. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Does this answer 
apply to county boroughs? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, Sir. 
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IRISH MUNICIPAL TAXATION. Mr. M. AUSTIN: May I ask why it 
Mr. M. HEALY: I beg to ask|Wwas that this inspector altered the 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will have 
circulated as a Return or Parliamentary 
Paper the summary read by him on Mon- 
day showing the different methods of 
municipal taxation in Irish urban areas} 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The sum- 
mary read by me on Monday last was 
found to require some correction as 
regards individual towns and boroughs, 
hut the Commissioner of Valuation has 
now prepared a fuller and more accurate 
Return, which will at once be laid on 
the Table. I may say, however, that 
great difficulty has been experienced in 
getting these statistics together, and 
that I am not prepared to guarantee that 
they are absolutely free from error even 
now. 


THE QUEEN T. AND P. HORRIGAN. 

Mr. M. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieut it Ireland if his attention 
has directed to the letter dated 
this month the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland by Mr. James Blackwell, of 
Askeaton, county Limerick, in reference 
to assault at the suit of The 
Queen Thomas and Patrick Horrigan, 


1 
he 


nant of 
been 


to 


an case 
v. 
asserts that he was struck 
defendants with a two-pronged 
, and his life declared in danger for 
over 10 days; and that, notwithstanding 
his depositions, the case at hearing was 

f common assault only, 
and resulted in a fine of only 5s. against 
only one of the defendants ; and whether 
he will direct an inquiry to be made into 
the conduct of District Inspector Web- 
ster as regards the institution and course 
of the proceedings complained of, and the 
action of the adjudicating magistrates? 


in which 
by the 


Dail 
rork 


entered as one Oo 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has not been directed to the letter 
In question. Upon the information be- 
fore me, it does not appear that the dis- 


trict inspector acted otherwise than in a 


regular and impartial manner. I do not 


propo e, 


tigate the action of the magistrates who 


adjudicated in the case. 


nor have I any power, to inves- 


charge from one of inflicting grievous 
bodily harm to one of common assault, 
and why the medical certificate was with- 
held from the magistrate! 


] 


1 Notice 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


must be given of that Question. 


INDIAN CURRENCY. 
Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the Indian Government have 
already taken decided steps for the es- 
tablishment of a gold standard in India ; 
and whether the assent of the Secretary 
of State in Council and of Parliament is 
necessary for the introduction of a loan 
in sterling in London for the establish- 
ment of such gold standard? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA: No steps have been taken by 
the Government of India, since the clos- 
ing of the Mints in 1893 the free 
coinage of silver, in the direction of the 
establishment of a gold standard. The 
assent of the Secretary of State in Coun- 
cil and of Parliament would be necessary 
as a prior condition to the issue of any 
loan in London fot the purpose of es- 
tablishing a gold standard in India. It 
is distinctly understood that any general 
borrowing powers which the Secretary of 
State may now possess, or may hereafter 
obtain for railway or other cognate pur- 
poses, will not be used for this purpose. 


to 


‘ 
re 


AUTOMATIC RAILWAY COUPLINGS. 

Mr. MADDISON (Shetfield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the President of ths 
Board of Trade whether he is aware that 
since the enactment by the United 
States of America of a law compelling 
the use of automatic couplings on the 
railways of that country, the number of 
accidents to employees engaged in coup- 
ling ani uncoupling vehicies has de- 
creased 45 per cent. in killed. and 28 per 
cent. in Injured ; he i 
aware that during the same period in the 
United Kingdom the accidents occurring 


' 
i 
" 
C 


-hathar 1 
wineiner is also 
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in coupling and uncoupling, as shown 
by the Board of Trade Returns, have 
increased to a _ serious extent; and 
whether he will grant a Return of all 
accidents occurring during shunting 
operations on the railways of the United 
Kingdom during the last 10 complete 
years, showing in separate columns the 
number of killed and injured, and dis- 
tinguishing all the accidents caused by 
coupling and uncoupling from those due 
to other and a like Return of 
the same class of accidents on the rail- 
ways in the United States of America for 
the same period, giving the date when 
the new law as to automatic couplings 
came into force? 


causes, 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: If the honourable Member will 
put down a Motion for a return asking 
for the figures referred to in the first 
part of paragraph 3 of his Question, I 
shall be happy to supply them, but I 
cannot give the American statistics, and 
the honourable Member must not assume 
that I admit the accuracy of the state 
ments contained in paragraphs 1 and 2. 
I may say, in addition, that the matters 
referred to in the Question, and one or 
two others connected with railway ad- 
ministration in the United States, seem 
to me of so much interest that I am con- 
sidering whether it may not be desirable 
to make some arrangements for a special 
investigation of them during the autumn 
Recess. 


ORANGE DISTURBANCES AT 
BALLIN AHINCH. 

Mr. F. O'BRIEN (on behalf of the 
honourable Member for East Clare): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to ths 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- 
tion has been called to a serious riot 
-aused by Orangemen in Ballinahinch on 
the 12th instant, when hostile demor- 
strations were indulged in towards the 
Roman Catholic residents, and windows 
broken in the houses of Mr. O’Donnell, 
Mrs. M*Alea, Mr. Patrick Boyd, Mr. 


Leahy, Mr. Russell, and Mr. Keenan, and 
plate-glass windows were smashed on the 
premises of Mr. James Murray, J.P., and 
damage done to the extent of £70 or 
£80 worth of property; whether he is 
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at Ballinahinch. 


aware that Mr. H. A. Campbell, a recently 
appointed J.P., was present with the 
rioters while Roman Catholic houses 
were being wrecked ; and whether he will 
be called upon to explain his conduct ; 
and whether the Government will cause 
strict inquiries to be made, and the 
parties responsible for the riot at Ballina- 
hinch to be prosecuted? 


Mr. McCARTAN: I beg at the same 
time to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, with refer- 
ence to the disorderly proceedings at 
Ballinahinch, county Down, on the 12th 
instant, whether he can now give further 
details as to the damage done, the cause 
of the disorder, the number of persons 
present in the row, and the number ot 
persona arrested on the occasion? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: On Tues- 
day last I replied to a question addressed 
to me on this subject by the honourable 
Member for South Down. The names oi 
the Roman Catholic residents whose pro- 
perty was injured by the mob on the 
occasion are correctly set forth. I have 
no information to the effect alleged with 
respect to Mr. Campbell, but I am making 
inquiries. <A crowd of about 1,000 per- 
sons, with six bands, was present in the 
town on the arrival of the two membe:s 
of the Orange Party, who had been dis- 
charged earlier in the day from Belfast 
Prison, where they had been incar- 
cerated on a charge of drunkenness and 
disorderly conduct. The primary object 
of the assembling of the mob was to give 
the discharged prisoners a reception. 
Proceedings have been instituted against 
13 persons for riot, and I am informed 
that the cases against these persons were 
adjourned at Petty Sessions on Wedn23- 
day until the 30th instant. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: May I ask ‘f 
the right honourable Gentleman wili 
cause strict inquiry to be made into the 
origin of the riot and the action of th? 
police? 


Mr. DILLON: Can the right honowr- 
able Gentleman explain why the same 
principle of police administration is not 
practised in West Mayo as at Ballina 
hinch? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That does 


not arise out of the question. 
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Mr. P. O'BRIEN : ‘Will the inquiry ex- 
tend to the alleged participation of Mr. 
Campbell, J.P.? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The in 


quiry will embrace all points. 


TELEGRAPHISTS’ WAGES. 

Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will furnish a return 
of the number of telegraphista who were, 
on Ist April, 1898, at their maximum 
wages of 50s., 52s., 54s., or 568. per 
week, together with the average service 
of the same in each of the offices in 
Schedule A, as compared with the nun. 
ber and average service of the sorting 
clerks employed in the same class of 
offices who are receiving their maximum 
wage? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir; if the 
honourable Member will move for the 
Return it shall be granted. 


NANNING. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg te ask the Under Secretary oi 
State for Foreign Affairs whether, in 
view of the fact that Sir C. Macdonald 
on Wednesday, 19th January, 1898, de- 
muanded of the Chinese Government the 
opening of the port of Nanning; that on 
the 25th January he reported that ths 
French Government had _ protested 
against the opening of that port; and 
that on the 3list January he again re- 
ported that the French Chargé d@’ Affaires 
ai Pekin had spoken very violently to 
the Chinese Government against it, any 
further steps have been taken by Her 
Majesty’s Government in the matter since 
the 3lsé January; whether the French 
Government still maintain their opposi- 
tion ta the opening of Nanning; whether 
Her Majesty’s Government have conse- 
quently withdrawn their demand for its 
cpening ; and when he expects to be 
able to lay upon the Table the corres- 
pondence relating te the matter? 
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Mr. CURZON: I am unable at presens 
to make any statement on the subject, 
or to say whether the Papers can be 
published. 


MURDER OF YUSSUF YUNNAN. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Porte has yet com- 
plied with the demand of the Govern- 
ment for the restitution of the £500, the 
property of the British Armenian Relief 
Committee, which was stolen from Yussuf 
Yunnan, when he was murdered fifteen 
months ago, and for compensation to 
the family of the above-named Yussuf 
Yunnan? 


Mr. CURZON: No reply has as yet 
been returned by the Porte to the appli- 
cation made by Her Majesty's Ambassa- 
dor for the restitution of the money 
stolen from Yussuf Yunnan. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs why the Blue Book (Turkey, No. 2), 
just published, contains no correspond- 
ence, as promised, relating to the murder 
of Yussuf Yunnan and the punishment of 
his murderers; and whether the latter 
have yet been punished? 


Mr. CURZON: The Blue Book (Tur- 
key No. 2) relates, as its title indicates, 
solely to the negotiations for the conclu- 


sion of peace between Greece and 
Turkey. Papers with regard to the 


murder of Yussuf Yunnan will appear in 
a Blue Book containing correspondence 
on the affairs of Asiatic Turkey, which is 
now being prepared. The persons 
accused of the murder were condemned 
to death, but the sentence has been 
referred to the Court of Cassation for 
examination. 


THE ARREST OF MR. BARR. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask the 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any reparation has been 
demanded by Her Majesty’s Government 
or has been made by the Porte for the 
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arrest and imprisonment, some months 
ago, of Mr. Robert Barr, the author, on 
the coast of Syria, while he was engaged 
in inspecting some ancient ruins, under 
the protection of a British passport? 


Mr. CURZON: Her Majesty’s Ambas- 
sador at Constantinople, on hearing of the 
arrest and detention of Mr. Barr, and 
certain other British subjects, for 26 
hours at Suedia in November last, made 
immediate representations to the Porte. 
As a result of these representations, the 
Mudir of Suedia, the official mainly re- 
sponsible, was dismissed, and a note was 
received from the Porte, expressing 
regret at the incident, and stating that 
orders had been sent to the proper 
authorities to prevent the repetition of 
such occurrences. In these circum- 
stances, and considering that no pecu- 
niary compensation was demanded by 
the individuals concerned, Her Majesty’s 
Government considered that the mea- 
sures taken by the Porte. and the 
apology given afforded adequate satis- 
faction. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What satisfaction 
is that to Mr. Barr? 


No Reply. 
No Reply. 


BRITISH WARSHIPS OFF FREETOWN. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty which of 
Her Majesty’s ships are now at Free- 
town; and are any other British war- 
ships shortly expected there; and, if so, 
will he state their names? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY: The following ships are at 


Freetown, and in the neighbourhood :— 
Blake, For, Blonde, Sparrow, and Alecto. 
The Zhrush is on her way to relieve the 
Sparrow, and Phebe to relieve the Foz. 
It is not proposed to send any further 
ships. 


LIGHT-KEEPERS’ GRIEVANCES. 
Mr. McCARTAN (Down, S.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can state what number of 


Mr. Hedderwick. 
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petitions has been received by the 
Trinity Board, Irish Lights Board, and 
Board of Northern Lights since 1st May, 
1893, in connection with the grievances 
of light-keepers; whether the light. 
keepers have been frequently assured 
that the matter of their grievances was 
receiving most careful attention; 
whether he is aware that, by circular 
dated Ist January last, they were in- 
formed that a sum of 30s. a year, which 
had been formerly deducted from their 
pay as part premium or compulsory in- 
surance, would in future be paid out of 
the Mercantile Marine Fund; whether 
the contribution of less than ld. per day 
i|has satisfied the light-keepers ; whether 
jhe can explain why gas stations have 
|been selected for increased pay and oi 
|stations excluded, considering that 
{there is much more work and greater 
|responsibility at a first-order oil station 
than at a gas station; whether the 
| emoluments formerly valued at £18 have 
{now been valued at £25, thus giving £7 
|a year to the Mercantile Marine Fund 
} during the whole service of the light- 
| keeper’s 40 years; whether he is awere 
|of the general discontent at present 
| existing among the men; and, if he will 
make inquiry into the matter, with the 
view of having the alleged grievances of 
the service remedied? 





Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
(TRADE: Petitions have been raceived 
by three lighthouse authorities during 
the last five years with respect to the 
grievances of light-keepers in their 
employ ; but [have no information as to 


| 
| 
| 
| 


}the actual number of the petitions. 
|These petitions received the careful 
lattention of the lighthouse authori- 


ties, who submitted to the Board of 


Trade a scale of remuneration, which the 
| Board approved. The principal effect 0? 


ithe new scale is, in the first place, as 
istated by the honourable Member, to 
increase the wages of the ordinary light- 
keepers by 30s. a year; and, secondly, t» 
|increase their prospective annual pen- 
sion by £4 13s. 4d. Additional remu- 
neration was also sanctioned in special 
The Board of Trade were advised 
by the Elder Brethren of the Trinity 
House that work in connection with sta- 
tions where gas is made should receive 


| 


cases. 
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higher remuneration than work at sta- 
tions where oil only is used. The re 
valuation of the emoluments is correctly 
stated in the question. The effect, how- 
ever, is not to make any addition to the 
Mercantile Marine Fund, but to increase 
the prospective pension of the light- 
keepers. I have no means of knowing 
how far the above improvements have 
satistied the light-keepers ; but I have no 
reason to think that there is discontent 
among them, or that they still have 
grievances which need any further in- 
quiry. May I add that nearly all these 
questions relate to mere matters of 
detail, and it would have been much 
more satisfactory if the honourable 
Member, instead of putting them on the 
Paper, had written to me privately for 
the information. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
No, no! We want to know as well. 


PIER ACCOMMODATION AT DROMOD. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the attention of the Board of 
Works in Ireland has been directed to 
the failure of the Shannon Development 
Company to provide a suitable pier at 
Dromod, in South Leitrim, for landing 
and taking off passengers, Dromod being 
the terminus of the Cavan and Leitrim 
Railway end Midland Greati Western 
Railway ; and whether, in view of the 
baronial guarantee from Leitrim to this 
Company, the Board of Works will com- 
pel them to carry out their undertaking 
to have a suitable pier at Dromod? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is found that the 


‘¢onnection between the Shannon steamer 


service and the Cavan and Leitrim Rail- 
way can be more conveniently formed by 
landing the passengers at Rooskey (about 
two miles below Dromod) than by pro- 
viding an improved pier at Dromod. A 
roach service will be established between 
Rooskey and Dromod stations. 
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KIRKWOOD ESTATE, COUNTY 
ROSCOMMON, 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire 
land whether the Irish Land Commission 
can state what steps have been taken to 
complete the sale of the Kirkwood 
estate, in the county Roscommon, to the 
occupying tenants, proposals to purchase 
having been signed by the tenants so 
long ago as the 4th February, 1897? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Land 
Judge’s request for an inspection of this 
estate was lodged with the Land Com- 
missioners in November, 1897, and the 
Commissioners made their Report to the 
Land Judge in the following month. On 
the 28th March last the judge’s order 
was lodged with the Commissioners, and 
the offers directed to be made by him to 
the tenants were communicated to them 
on the 11th instant. I am not aware 
whether the tenants have accepted these 
offers. 


DESERTIONS OF SEAMEN FROM 
BRITISH SHIPS. 

Apmirat FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
Consuls at New York, San Franciscs, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, Portland (Ore- 
gon), Boston, Rio de Janeiro, Rosario, 
and Marseilles can be called upon to 
report in their annual Returns their 
views as to the causes of the large num- 
ber of desertions of seamen from British 
ships in their respective ports, amounting 
in the aggregate to over 14,000 per 
annum ; the amount of unpaid wages left 
behind by the seamen so deserting; and 
what steps, if any, they would recommend 
should be taken to remedy this great 
evil? 


Mr. CURZON: I shall have pleasure 
in instructing Her Majesty’s Consuls at 
the ports named by my honourable and 
gallant Friend to report upon the subject 
of desertiona oi British seamen. But I 
think it will be preferable that these 
reports should be furnished separately 
rather than included in the annual re- 
land at Talienwan or in the Leao-tong 
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in a position to supply particulars about 
the unpaid wages, which are dealt with 
in accordance with section 232 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, and the accounts 
of which are not rendered to them. 


Apuiran FIELD: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will endeavour to obtain 
similar information as to the causes of 
desertion of seamen, from the Colonial 
authorities, in the porta of Sydney and 
Newcastle (New South Wales), also of 
Melbourne, Cape Town, and Montreal; 
the amount of unpaid wages left behin1 
by the seamen ; and what steps, if any, 
they would recommend should be taken 
to remedy the evil? 


Too SECRETARY or STATE ror 
Tan COLONIES: I will endeavour tu 
obtain from the Governments of Canada, 
New South Wales, Victoria, and the Cape 
the information desired by the honour- 
able and gallant Member. 


ATTACK ON THE BRITISH VICE- 
CONSUL AT SEBASTOPOL. 

ApwirAL FIELD: I beg 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he state the 
result of the court-martial upon the see- 
men of the Russian Imperial Navy for 
the gross assault upon our Vice Consul at 
Sebastopol (C. J. Cooke, Esq.) in February 
last; whether any suitzble 
expression of regret has 
Mr. Cooke for the outrage ; and whether 
any reward hag been or will be given 
by our Foreign Office to the Consul’s 
servant, Victor Pauloff, for his 
courageous defence of the Consul when 
so attacked, and ag some compensation 
for the serious injuries he, the servant, 
received while attempting to guard his 
master } 


th ec 


a] 
to ask 


aha! 
all 


now 


apology or 


been offered 






Mr. CURZON: The court-martial was 
held on April 29th and 30th, and re- 
sulted in a verdict of “Guilty” against 
the prisoners, who were sentenced to 10 
years in the mines of Siberia. On May 
18th the Russian Government, in a Noite 
to the British Ambassador, expressed 
their regret at the deplorable incident of 
the assault. We have received no infor- 


Mr. Curzon. 
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mation or recommendation as to the 
conduct of the Consul’s servant. 
Apuiran FIELD: Will the right 


honourable Gentleman ask for a Report 
on the conduct of the servant? 


Mr. CURZON: [If it is desirable that 
anything should be done on behalf of 
the servant the Vice Consul would ce- 
tainly report the matter first. 


BRITISH SHIPS ON THE WEST COAST 
OF AFRICA. 


Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty how many British 
ships of war are now on the West Coast 
of Africa, and how many more are under 
orders to proceed ta ports upon that 
coast ; for what specific purpose are these 
ships sent to these ports; whether any 
representation has been made by Franze 
ta Her Majestys Government in conse 
quence of this collection of war vessels at 
these places at the present time; and 
whether he can state what was the num- 
ber of similar ships stationed at or 
ordered to these same ports two years 


azo} 
Tax FIRST LORD cr tune AD- 
MIRALTY: [I have answered, and am 


prepared to answer, questions relative to 
the despatch of particular to 
different places for the protection of 
British lives and interests, but I respect- 
fully submit that it is inexpedient that 
the general distribution and movements 
of Her Majesty’s ships should form the 
subject of questions and answers in this 
House. 


voedgeela 
Vessels 


BURMO-CHINESE FRONTIER. 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 
tha Secretary of State for India whether 
the southern section of the Commission 
for delimiting the Jurmo-Chinese 
frontier has dispersed ; whether any work 
was done by the section; and whether 
he can state what action Her Majesty's 
Jovernment propose to take in the 
matter, in view of the constant disturb- 
ances among the Kachin tribes on the 
frontier? 
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Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA: The Joint Commission for the 


delimitation of the Burmo-Chinese 
frontier, in accordance with the agree- 
ment of 1897, commenced work in 


December last. Upon arrival at Lwalien, 
in the second section south of the Taping 
river, a discrepancy between the Chinese 
and English versions of the agreement 
led to a difference of opinion between 
General Liu, the Chinese Commissioner, 
and Mr. Thirkell White which involved 
references to Pekin, and finally resulted 
in a postponement of the work for 
another seas on. Much valuable informa- 
tion was collected by the Commission. 
The Chinese Government has be en 
informed that the line will provisiona uly 
be regarded as that laid down in the 
British version of the agreement of 1897, 
and the ached to it. Some local 
opposition on the part of the Kachins 
was met and overcome, and on March 
25th I authorised Government of 
India to take any steps considered expe- 
dient for the maintenance of their autho 
rity within the line of the agreement. 


map att 


1 
tne 


TYPHUS AT PORTMAGEE. 

Mr. J. DILLON: On behalf of the 
Member for South Kerry I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the number of deaths which have 
recently occurred in the Portmagee dis- 
trict from typhus and typhoid; and how 


in the 
from 
the 


many pati ients are at 
Cahirciveen hospital 
diseases, and 
outbreak is attributed! 


present 
suffering 
what cause 


these to 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The clerk 
of the union states that there has been 
only death recently from fever in 
the Portmagee dispensary district, and 
that there are two cases of fever at pre- 
sent in the union hospital from the 
Portmagee district, and three from the 
Emlagh district. The disease was intro- 
duced into the te in January last 
by a patient from Ballinskelligs, and 
other cases occurred owing, it is stated, 
to milk being supplied from the house in 
which the patient was under treatment. 


one 
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The necessary precautions have been 
taken to prevent the spread of the 


disease, and the medical inspector of the 
Local Government Board is now proceed- 
ing to the district to make further 
inquiries into the matter. 


ALLEGED DEATH FROM 
IN KERRY. 

Mr. DILLON: On behalf of 
honourable Member for South Kerry I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
of Ireland whether 
result of the recent 
sworn inquiry into the death of Joseph 
Griffin, who was alleged to have perished 


STARVATION 


the 


Lord Lieutenant 


he can state the 


through hunger in Kerry? 


GERALD BALFOUR: 
at the inquiry conclusively 
slightest 
foundation the 
death of this man was caused by want of 
food. His wife deposed that he had been 
delicate for five years, that the day be fore 
his nr he had his usual dinner of tea 


Mr. The evi- 
dence taken 
the 


ion that 


2 2 Ais 
proves that there is not 


for the allezat 


and milk, an ege, and bread, and that 
he the mn went out fishing, and that there 
was plenty of bread and flour in the 
house at the time. He fished all night 
with his partners and caught 50 fish. 
He returned from fishing about 3 a.in. 
and died shortly after landing. The 
medical officer who examined him 


7 


deposed that he died of cardiac syncope, 
and that there was nothing in the appear- 
ance of the body to warrant the assump- 
tion that he died of want of food. No 
-yidence was given in support of the 
statement that he died of starvation. 
His wife denied with emphasis that such 
was the case. The shopkeeper of the dis- 
trict deposed that she had supplied meal 
and flour each week to the family, and 
that the week before Griffin’s death they 
got half a sack of meal and a stone of 
flour; Griffin paying for the meal and 
for part of the flour at the time. Griffin 
possessed a cow and a calf and some 
fowl, and had received £6 in cash since 
January from the sale of hay, and from 
his daughter, who was in service. 
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Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (Westmeath, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland can he 
state the cause of the delay in carrying out 
the sale of the Nugent (Donore) Estate 
in county Westmeath, the final notices 
in connection with which were issued to 
the tenants by the Chancery Division of 
the Hich Court of Justice in Ireland on 
the 17th January, 1896, or has the inten- 


tion to sell been abandoned? 


rERALD BALFOUR: The 
the Land Judge’s Court has 


Mr. 
R evist rar of 


been informed by the solicitors having 
carriage of the sale to the tenants on this 
estato that they hi pe, before the next 


sittings of the couri, to finally settle the 


wl is a very ‘voluminous 


rental, wi 
document. 


‘4 
11cD 


ELIVERIES AT KINGSTOWN. 
(4 HEALY: I beg to ask the 


the Treasury, 


JZETTER 

Mr. T. 
Secretary to the as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, what period 
alapses between the arrival of the even- 
bo at the 


delivery of English letters in Kingstown 


at 
al 


ing mail Kingstown and 


and the towns thence to Bray} 


Mr. HANBURY: 
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| only 


| state if any 


There is an interval | 


ef 45 minutes between the arrival of the | ; 
| Question except such as has been fur- 


ing mail at Kingstown and 


even 


p: icket 


English letters. At Bray the mails 
arrive at 5.30 p.m., and the delivery 
begins at 5.55 p.m., the interval thus 
being 25 minutes. At Dalkey, Killiney, 


and Ballybrack the English letters are 
not specially delivered, but are included 
in the general delivery beginning in each 
case at 8 p.m. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do I understand 
the right honourable Gentleman to say 
there is only an interval of three-quarters 
of an hour between the arrival of the 
mail boat and the commencement of the 

Kingstown? 


delivery at 


Mr. HANBURY: S 


o I am informed. 


ithe Board of Trade 


| 
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DISCHARGES OF SEAMEN AT FOREIGN 
PORTS. 

Mr. J. H. WILSON § (Middles 
brough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that a seaman named Thomas Purvis was 
discharged from the British steamer 
“Straits of Dover” at Antwerp on the 
7th of May, and claimed, under the 186th 
section of the Merchant Shipping Act, his 
nd maintenance money from 
Antwerp to Newport, the port of his 
engagement, and that Her Majesty’s 
Consul instructed the captain of the 
vessel to pay Purvis 12s. 6d., which was 
sufficient to defray his expenses to 
Harwich; whether he is 
instructions 


passage i; 


in a position to 
have been given 


Her Majesty’s Consul at the port of 
Antwerp that captains are complying 
with the 186th section in paying the 


men’s fares to the aces st port in the 
United Kingdom; whether he aware 
that in a case tried in the Court of Ap- 
peal, with reference to defraying cost of 
and maintenance money, the 
judge expressed his opinion that the sea- 
man was entitled to have his passage 
money paid to the port where he was 
engaged, and also maintenance during 
time of travelling; and whether he 
intends to issue instructions to Her 
Majesty’s Consuls advising them that sea- 
men are entitled to have their fares paid 
to the port of engagement? 


is 


passage 


Tue PRESIDENT or tus BOARD or 
TRADE: I have no information with 


regard to the case referred to in the 


2 | nished to the by the honourable Member 
the commencement of the delivery of the | : 


himself, but inquiry shall be made into 
the circumstances. No instructions in 
the sense suggested have been given to 
Her Majesty’s Consul at Antwerp. In 
reply to the last two paragraphs of the 
Question, I regret to say that legal diffi- 
culties have arisen, but the whole matter 
is receiving the careful consideration of 
with a view to defi- 
nite instructions being issued to Consular 


Officers 


KOHAT SALT DUTY. 
Mr. H. LEWIS (Flint Burghs): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the duty on Kohat salt was four 
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annas per maund up to 1883; whether 
in that year it was increased to eight 
annas per maund; and whether in 1896 
the duty was increased to two rupees 
per maund; whether this increase of 
duty upon one of the prime necessities of 
life was alleged by the Afridis to be one 
vf the chief grievances which led to the 
Frontier war: and whether the Govern- 
ment will take the necessary steps to 
remedy this grievance! 


Tun SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: On the 11th of February last 
I stated, in reply to a Question, that the 
Kohat salt duty was raised in 1883 to 
eight annas, and recently to 32 annas per 
Kohat maund, which is equivalent to 26 
annas per Indian maund, for the reasons 
given in the correspondence which had 
then just been presented. It appears 
from that correspondence that, in the 
opinion of the Government of India, the 
increase in the salt duty was put forward 
by the Afridis as a pretext, after they 
had already committed themselves to 
hostilities. The correspondence also 
shows that, as I have already twice stated 
in the House this Session, I propose to 
await a report on the subject, which I 
shall expect to receive when trade shall 
have been re-established for some little 
time. 


ROYAL NIGER COMPANY. 

Mr. H. LEWIS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the officials of the Royal Niger 
Company are compelled, as a condition 
of their appointment, to enter into a 
bond which precludes them, under a 
penalty of £1,000, from sending to Eng- 
land any news bearing upon the relations 
of the Company with native tribes or 
otherwise? 


Mr. CURZON: I answered a similar 
question to this on May 4th of last vear. 
The terms of the bond, which I then 
quoted, are that the officer will not, 
without the consent of the Company in 
writing, communicate to the newspapers 
of Great Britain or other countries or to 
any outside person official or private any 
facts whether commercial, industrial, 
scientific, or political, in connection with 
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the Government or business of the Com- 
pany, or the districts occupied by the 
Company, or with those he shall have 
visited or become acquainted with during 
his employment in the Company’s ser- 
vice; and that he will not publish or 
distribute privately any pamphlet, book, 
or other paper disclosing any such fact. 


MADRAS TENANCY BILL. 

Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banfishire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
drawn to the notification in the Madras 
Government Gazette, to the effect that 
the Legislative Council would meet at 
Ootacamund on the 13th May; and 
whether it is proposed to proceed with 
the Madras Tenancy Bill at Ootacamund ; 
and, if so, how the important agricul- 
tural interests affected will have an op- 
portunity of representing their case at 
this distant hill station? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA: I have seen the notification 


referred to, but it does not mention the 
Tenancy Bill. That Bill may, perhaps, 
be introduced at Ootacamund, but I have 
no reason to suppose that its provisions 
will be discussed in Council elsewhere 
than in Madras. 


Sir W. WEDDERBURN : Is not that a 
new departure | 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA: I do not know whether it is a 
new departure, but it certainly is a con- 
venient practice thus to deal with a 
public Bill of this kind, for it gives 
ample opportunity of discussing its pro- 
visions. 


VEHICULAR TRAFFIC TO THE DERBY. 
Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Wicklow, W.): I 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he has 
takea any steps to prevent the cruelty 
annually inflicted upon animals by the 
overcrowding of vehicles going to Epsom 
Races on Derby Day? 
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Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: Special 
attention is always given by the police 
on occasions such as that mentioned in 
the Question, with a view to prevent 
overloading or any other act of cruelty. 
The force have full and precise instruc- 
tions on the subject. 


DISABILITIES OF IRISH ROMAN 
CATHOLICS. 

Mr. O’KEEFFE (Limerick): I beg to 
ask the Attorney General, if, on the Act 
(as sent from the House of Lords) for 
promoting the revision of the Statute 
Law by repealing enactments which have 
ceased to be in force or become unneces 
sary, he will advise that certain sections 


under 3lst Geo. IIL, cap. 32, and 
10th Geo. IV., cap. 7, imposing and 
retaining legal disabilities on Roman 


Catholics in Ireland, should be included 
in the schedule to the proposed Act? 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. 
Wesster, Isle of Wight): It would not 
be possible to deal with the matter to 
which attention is called by the honour- 
able Member in the Statute Law Revision 
Bill, as that Bill is simply to give effect 
to the work of the Statute Law Revision 
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LONDON MUNICIPALITIES BILIL 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : On behalf 
of the honourable Member for the Strand 
Division of Westminster I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can now state what course the Govern- 
ment intend to take with regard to the 
introduction of the London Municipalities 


Bill? 


Tre CHANCELLOR or tne EXCHE: 
QUER (for the First Lorp THE 
Treasury): I hope to be able to give my 
honourable Friend a definite answer 
shortly after the holidays. 


OF 


ROMAN CATHOLIC DISABILITIES. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if his atten- 
tion has been called to a Bill now on the 
Order Book of the House of Commons, 
entitled a Bill to abolish disabilities still 
affecting Roman Catholics in the United 
Kingdom; and what steps the Govern- 
ment intend to take with regard to this 
proposal to repeal 11 sections of the 
Roman Catholic Relief Act, 1829, and to 
make it lawful for Jesuits, and other 
communities of the Roman Catholic 
Church, to reside in the United King 





Committee, and to enable the complete 
edition of the revised statutes to be pub- 
lished. Any amendment to the law of 
the kind suggested must be brought 
about by an independent Bill. 


AWARDS UNDER THE WORKMEN’S 
COMPENSATION ACT. 

Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Attorney General whether 
stamp duty is payable on an award under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Aci ; and, 
if so, whether there is any power to 
remit that duty without an express 
enactment by Parliament? 


Sir R. WEBSTER: The answer to the 
Question may depend upon the procedure 
which is adopted under the schedule. | 
do not think that any universal rule can 
be laid down. If stamp duty should be 
held payable, in any case, express enact- 
ment will be required to obtain 
exemption. 


dom, and to take and acquire property 
therein, and to free them from existing 
restraints and disabilities! 


Teas CHANCELLOR or tre EXCHE- 


OUER (for the Firsr Lorp oF THE 
Treasury): There appears to be no 
reason for any Government action in 


anticipation of the Measure referred to 
by my honourable Friend. 


EXAMINATIONS FOR LOWER DIVISION 
CLERKSHIPS. 

Mr. BOND: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been called to certain represen- 
tations made during the last few years 
by headmasters of secondary schools to 


. % 7 bh 
the effect that the character of che 
examinations for lower division clerk- 


ships is such as to exercise a prejudicial 
effect on the course of study in the 
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schools in which candidates for such 
appointments are prepared ; whether the 
Civil Service Commissioners have recog- 
nised the justice and importance of such 
representations ; and whether any, and 
what, steps have been or will be taken to 
alter the regulations for such examina- 
tions, so as to give effect to the views 
expressed by the headmasters ! 


Tus CHANCELLOR or tos EXCHE- 
QUER: Yes, Sir. Representations such 
as those referred to in the question have 
been received, and have been carefully 
considered. The Treasury have been in 
communication with the Civil Service 
Commissioners on the subject, and regu- 
lations embodying a new scheme of 
examination will shortly be issued. 


THE NATAL GOVERNMENT'S GIFT OF 
COAL TO THE FLEET. 

Sm J. COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury what pro- 
portion the 12,000 tons of coal per annum 
proposed to be supplied by the Natal 
Government bears to the ordinary yearly 
consumption of the squadron on the 
Cape Station; whether the Natal coal is 
as suitable to Naval purposes as Welsh 
coal usually supplied to Her Majesty’s 
ships; end what is approximately the 
estimated cost per ton of Natal and 
Welsh coal respectively when delivered 
to Her Majesty’s ships at the head- 
quarters of that station? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
proportion of the coal offered by the 
Natal Government for the use of Her 
Majesty’s ships is 12,000 tons, as com- 
pared with an average ordinary yearly 
consumption of 40,000 tons. The 
quality of Natal coal is now under inves- 
tigation. The price of Welsh coal at 
Simon’s Town is in ordinary cireum- 
stances about 28s. 6d. a ton. The price of 
Natal coal at Durban is about 25s. 6d. a 
ton. I cannot exactly state the cost of 
freight between Durban and Simon’s 
Town. 
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Foreign Affairs. 


WHITSUNTIDE RECESS. 

Mr. J. ELLIS (Notts, Rushcliffe): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury when it is proposed to adjourn the 
House for Whitsuntide and re-assemble- 
again } 

Tur CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (for the First Lorp of the 
Treasury): It is proposed that the House 
shall adjourn at the close of the sitting 
to-morrow until Monday week. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
When will the adjournment be moved 
at the commencement or at the end of 
public business ? 

Tuz CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: We have every reason to 
hope that the Irish Local Government 
Bill may be concluded in the course of 
tc-morrow’s sitting, and after the con- 
clusion of the Committee stage the 
motion will be made. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then I under- 
stand that the right honourable Gentle 
man will keep a House while Members 
express their views on things in’ general 
as is usual. 

Tur CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: We must get the adjourn- 
ment. 





DEBATE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS: 

Sr CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord cf the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the appeal made by 
him to the Leader of the Opposition, and 
others, not to discuss the general con- 
duct of foreign affairs during the year in 
the absence of the Under Secretary of 
State on the occasion on which China 
policy was discussed, he will fix a conve- 
nient day for the Foreign Office Vote? 

Tuas CHANCELLOR or tae EX- 
CHEQUER (for the First Lorp of the 
Treasury): Friday, June 10th, has not 
yet been allocated; but it must be 
remembered that it would seem scarcely 
practicable to have two more Supply 
days for discussion on foreign affairs ; 
so it is possible honourable Gentlemen 
who are interested in these matters may 
desire a later day. If there be any 
general wish, I am quite ready to yield 
to it. 
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BRITISH POLICY IN THE FAR EAST. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
speech made by the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies in Birmingham to the 
Liberal Unionist Association of that town 
on Friday last represents the policy of 
the Cabinet with regard to the Far Kast, 
and especially as to the necessity of our 
forming an alliance with some great 
military Power, if the future of China is 
not to be decided without reference to 
our wishes and in defiance of our inte- 
rests ; whether it is intended to offer our 
alliance tb some great military Power ; 
and, if so, could he state to what Power ; 
whether the proposed alliance is to be 
offensive and defensive, and to embrace 
all the territories of the two allies; and 
whether any representations have been 
made to Her Majesty’s Government by 
Russia in consequence of the statements 
of the Colonial Secretary? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (for the First Lorp of the 
Treasury): Any answer to this Question 
will require a general survey of all our 
foreign relations, which, I am sure, my 
right honourable Friend, if he were here, 
would not be disposed to undertake in 
answer to a Question, and I must respect- 
fully decline to undertake the task. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then I shall 
afford some Gentleman on that bench an 
epportunity of giving that surver on the 
adjournment of the House. 


REGISTRATION OF MIDWIVES. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sussex, 
Horsham): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if his attention has been 
drawn to the resolutions passed by the 
Council of the Royal College of Surgeons 
of England, on the 4th instant, approv- 
ing and adopting the Report of the 
General Medical Council on the Midwives 
Registration Bill, 


brought in by the 
right honourable Member for Clack- 
mannan and Kinross, in which it is 


stated that it is desirable that measures 
‘should be taken to protect lying-!n 
women of the poorer classes from the 
grave risk which they now incur from 
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the unregulated practice of midwives, 
many of whom are ignorant and unskil- 
ful, and most of whom pursue their call- 
ing without due medical supervision ; if 
he is aware that the question of com. 
pulsory registration of midwives has been 
considered by Select Committees of this 
House in two Sessions of Parliament, and 
that both Committees have reported 
unanimously in favour of a system of 
registration ; and whether, having regard 
to the reports of the Select Committees, 
and to the opinions recently expressed 
by the General Medical Council and by 
the Royal College of Surgeons as to the 
need for legislation on this subject, he 
will either give facilities for the discus 
sion of the Bill brought in by the right 
honourable Member or undertake to deal 
with it by a Government Bill in the 
present Session of Parliament! 


Tun CHANCELLOR or tna EX- 
CHEQUER (for the First Lorn of the 
Treastry): The facts are, in the main, 
as stated, but my honourable Friend has 
omitted to point out that the Report of 
the General Medical Council was far 
from endorsing the methods proposed in 
the Bill. I am afraid I cannot give a 
favourable answer to the last paragraph. 


TREATY OF TIEN-TSIN. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if, for the 
convenience of Members, he will print, as 
a Parliamentary Paper, copy the 
Treaty of Tien-tsin, together with copies 
of such subsequent Treaties, Conventions, 
and Acreements as will show the existing 


of 


commercial obligations between this 
country and China? 
Mr. CURZON: The Treaties and 


Agreements referred to are all contained 
in Hertslet’s China Treaties (with the 
exception of the revised Burmese Fron- 
tier Agreement of 4th February, 1897, 
which was published last year), and 
additional copies of that work can be 
placed in the Library if reqyired. There 
does not appear, therefore, to be sufi- 
cient reason for incurring the expense of 
reprinting them as a Parliamentary 
Paper. 
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ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITIES. 

Mr. P. A. MCHUGH: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, whether it is 
the intention of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to introduce this year a Bill for the 
establishment and endowment of a 
Roman Catholic University in Ireland ; 
have inquiries been made, as promised 
last year, regarding the establishment, 
endowment, and government of Conti- 
nental Universities ; and, if so, will Mem- 
bers be furnished with the information 
obtained; and, has he taken steps to 
ascertain the views of the Roman Catho- 
lic Hierarchy of Ireland in relation to the 
form of constitution and government of 
the proposed Catholic University which 
their Lordships would be prepared to 
accept on behalf of the Roman Catholics 
of Ireland. 


Tus CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER (for the Firsr Lorp of the 
Treasury): I have nothing to add to the 
answer I gave on March 28th, to mv 
honourable Friend the Member for South 
Belfast. In February last I informed 
the honourable Member for Hanley that 
a large number of replies had been re- 
ceived from foreign countries on the sub- 
ject of the provision made for Roman 
Catholic Education in Universities, and 
that as soon as the number was com- 
pleted they would be laid before the 
House in the form of a Parliamentary 
Return. I understand that the Return 
is only delayed by the non-receipt of the 
German reply. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he can now say when it is 
proposed to take the Second Reading of 
the Dogs Regulation Bill? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER (for the First Lorp of the 
Treasury): Not before Whitsuntide. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
ric¢ht honourable Gentleman 
after? 


Can the 
say when, 


Taz CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER: No, Sir, I cannot. 
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LIGHT DUES ON BALTIC SHIPPING. 


Mr. C. H. WILSON (Hull, W.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government have considered 
that one of the effects of raising the 
light dues on vessels trading to the 
Baltic, as proposed by their Bill now 
before the House, may be to cause 
Russia, Germany, Denmark, and Sweden, 
which will have this additional charge 
placed on their vessels trading between 
Great Britain and the Baltic, to retaliate 
on British shipping; and whether the 
Government can see their way to aban- 
don this proposed increase of light dues 
as regards the Baltic Sea. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: The intention of the Mercan- 
tile Marine Fund Bill is not to raise the 
light dues, but to substitute a uniform: 
charge for the present complicated sys— 
tem. The effect of the Bill will be ta 
considerably decrease the charge on ship-- 
ping generally, although in some cases 
there may be an increase; but as the 
charge is the same for home as for 
foreign ships, there would seem to be no 
justification for the retaliation the hon- 
ourable Member fears. 


Mr. C. H. WILSON: Am I distinctly 
to understand that the light dues on 
Baltic shipping will not be increased? 

Tue PRESIDENT or tus BOARD or 
TRADE: No, Sir; the honourabie 
Gentleman is not to understand that. it 
may be that comes within the category of 
exceptions to which I have referred. 

Mr. C. H. WILSON: I understood the 
right honourable Gentleman to say they 
would certainly not be increased. 

Tus PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: What I said in my reply was 
that the effect of the substitution of a 
uniform system for the other system 
which has been generally complained of 
is to reduce generally the charge on ship- 
ping, although in some directions a slight 
increase may be made. 

Mr. C. H. WILSON: Is the Baltic 
shipping to pay higher dues! That is 
what I want to know. 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD cr 
TRADE: The honourable Gentleman is. 
much better acquainted with Baltic 
shipping than I am. 
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SCIENCE BUILDINGS AT SOUTH WHEAT CULTIVATION IN GREAT 
KENSINGTON. BRITAIN. 

Sm F. POWELL (Wigan): I beg to} CotonzL Sir H. VINCENT (Sheffield, 
cask the First Lord of the Treasury| Central): I beg to ask the Presi- 
whether he is prepared to place upon the dent of the Board of Agriculture 
Table of the House for circulation among|if he can inform the House how 


Members a copy of the very important 
memorial recently presented to the Prime 
Minister signed by the President, Officers, 
anda large number of rellows of the 
Royal Society, praying that the needful 
expansion of the Science Buildings at 
South Kensington should be provided for 
on the west side of Exhibition Road? 


Tus CHANCELLOR or tua EX. 
CHEQUER (for the First Lorp of the 
Treasury): It is not usual, I believe, 
to lay on the Table a memorial presented 
to a Minister, andI do not think it should 
be done in this case. There is no lack 
of means open to my honourable Friend 
for giving publicity to any document of 
general interest. 


NEW INFANTRY BATTALIONS. 

GrngRAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether it is the intention of 
the Governmert, on the formation of the 
proposed new battalion of infantry, to 
give the usual grants in order to enable 
a band and officers’ and sergeants’ mess 
to be established; and, if so, what are 
the respective sums to be granted for 
these purposes to the new battalion ; 
and what sums were granted on former 
occasions when new battalions were rais:d 
in a similar manner? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Grants of £150 in 
aid of the establishment of a mess and 
band, and of £30 in aid of the expenses 
of forming a sergeants’ mess, have been 
approved for each of the new battalions 
of the Royal Fusiliers, Royal Warwick- 
shire Regiment and Lancashire Fusiliers, 
and a grant of £30 has been approved 
for the sergeants’ mess of each of the 
new battalions of the Coldstream and 
Scots Guards. So far as can be traced 
the same sums have been granted on 
former occasions when new battalions 


were similarly raised, but inquiries are 
being made at the Record Office for 
periods anterior to the War Office records. 





many acres were under wheat in the 
United Kingdom during the Crimean 
War, and how many acres are under like 
cultivation at the present time; and to 
what extent home-grown wheat sufficed 
in the former period for the necessitie; 
of the then population, and to what 
extent at the present time} 


Tue PRESIDENT or tae BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: No official information 
as to the acreage under wheat at the time 
of the Crimean war is available, but it 
was probably something like 4,000,000 
acres. Theo acreage last year was 
1,939,000. My reply to the second Ques- 
tion is necessarily somewhat conjectural, 
but according to the best estimate I can 
obtain the home supply in tha years 
1854-55 sufficed for the wants of about 
four-fifths of the population, whereas 
only one-fifth of the annual consumption 
is now grown at home. Perhaps I may 
edd that the average price of wheat in 
1855 was 74s. 8d. per quarter. 


CoLoneL Sir H. VINCENT: Can the 
right honourable Gentleman say what 
the price is to-day? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tras BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I am afraid I cannot. 


ESTATE DUTY. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
@s is stated by Mr. A. W. Soward, of the 
Legacy and Succession Duty Department, 
at page 8 of his “Handbook to the 
Estate Duty,” the Inland Revenue autho 
rities have followed the opinion of the 
law officers of the Crown in claiming and 
exacting estate duty upon the death of a 
tenant for life of settled property who 
had bond fide released his interest more 
than 12 months prior to death, save 
where the life interest was bond fide 
released before the Finance Act, 1894, 
came into operation; whether the effect 
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of the saving clause thus introduced into; HARROGATE POSTMAN’S GRIEVANCE. 
the practice has been that the duty has Mr. P. A. MHUGH: I beg to ask the 
been claimed and exacted when the| Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
decezsed died after the Act came into|ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
operation, and the life interest had alsv}is aware that W. Smith, town postman 
been released after the Act, while the| of Harrogate, with 27 years’ service, was 
duty has not been claimed or exacted] four years ago appointed to do an in- 
when the deceased died after the Act|spector’s duty as head postman in that 
but the life interest had been released| town; that he performed that duty con- 
before the Act; whether he will state|tinuously and without complaint until 
on what date and on what grounds the} 1st January, 1898; and that, in order 
| 
| 
| 





Board of Inland Revenue came to the |} to take up the appointment, he had to 
decision to adopt in part and to reject| give up one of the best walks in the 
in part the advice of the law officers of | town, the receipts from which in the 
the Crown: and whether it is in accord-|form of Christmas boxes, etc., were by 
ance with the usual practice for Revenue 4 Meensina aii counterbalarced by the special 
Bee, allowance of 5s. weekly attached to his 

Departments, acting by the direction and Rep pile Saar ae 
, es new office ; will he explain why, when an 
control of the Treasury, to act only upon | inspectorship of postmen was recently 
created at Harrogate, the duties of which 
are exactly the same as those satisfac- 
y torily performed for four years by Smith, 
Tuz CHANCELLOR or tHe EX-| Smith was passed over and a York town 
CHEQUER: Tho honourable Member | postman with no previous experience of 
correctly describes the practice of the the duties of inspector of postmen ap- 
Board of Inland Revenue and its effects | Pointed; and whether he is aware that 
in the instance which he takes. The| >™ith, in PS Hehe i or oe 
Bo : ordinary town postmen’s work among the 
practice in question has been in force| men over whom for four years he had 
since July, 1895. The Board of Inland| entire control ; has ceased to receive the 
Revenue have not rejected the advice of | 5s. weekly allowance; and that the walk 
the law officers of the Crown, but it is| he is now working is less remunerative 
their duty to apply that advice, to the | than the one he relinquished four years 
% ago in order to take up the duties of 


oa : : head postman ? 
cases that may arise; and it was on ac- 

count of the extreme difficulty of doing} Mr. HANBURY: It is the fact that 
this in this particular matter that we|W. Smith, postman at Harrogate, acted 
have throughout desired to obtain an | from December, 1893, to January, 1898, 
interpretation of the law by the proper | @s head postman, and received an allow- 
tribunals. ance of 5s. a week whilst so acting. He 
|took up the duties of head postman, but 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: In reference} by his own choice, and knew thet as 
to that answer, may I ask if the right | head posts nan he would not in the usual 
honourable Gentleman will cease the | Course share in the Christmas boxes given 
|to ordinary postmen. When the increase 

practice ? He says the practice was | 
|of work at Harrogate rendered it neces- 
| sary to substitute for the head postman 
office; may I ask if it was done by his! an officer with the higher rank of in- 
direction ? | spector of postmen, Smith’s claims wera 
duly considered; but as neither he nor 
| anyone else at Harrogate was thought to 
|be fully qualified for the post, it was 
| decided to bring in a postman from York 
|who was reported to be fully qualified. 
| After this appointment had been made, 
} 
| 


the advice of the law officers with such 
variations as they deem expedient? 


best of their judgment, to the different | 


U 
| 


esa in July, 1895. He was then in| 


Tuz CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: It was certainly done with 
my sanction, and in order to meet cases 





of great hardship. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It is against 
the law. 


there was no alternative but to return 
| Smith to ordinary postman’s duties, and 
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to allot to him the particular walk which| the family, gratefully accepting the 
happened to be vacant. He has been| proposed honour to Mr. Gladstone's 
continuously in receipt of the 5s. weekly} memory, on certain co:.ditions which 
allowance. The statement in the Ques-| will appear in the letter. The 


tion is, therefore, incorrect. letter will be published, I understand, in 
the course of this evening. The funeral 
is fixed tu take place on Saturday morn- 


in. The Duke of Norfolk, as Earl 
Marshal, is making the necessary arrange- 
;| ments, and a statement in regard to these 
RUSSIAN PASSPORTS AT TA-LIEN-WAN. | arrangements will be published in to- 
Sm J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, morrow’s morning newspapers. I wish te 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary | give notice that to-morrow I propose to 
for Foreign Affairs the following question, | move— 
0: which J have | e him private| That this House will attend the funeral of 
notice: Whether it is true, as stated) the Right Hon. William Ewart Gladstone, in 
by the Pekin correspondent of the Times) the Collegiate Church of St. Peter, West- 
in this morning’s issue, that the British| minster, on Saturday next, May 28th.” 
Government appears to have acquiesced 
in the notification to the Consuls at 
Chifu and Tien-tsin that no Englishman 
or other foreigner would be permitted to| 
land at Talienwan or in the Leao-tong | 
peninsula without having a passport 
viséd by the Russian Consul! 





t | 


|In order to make arrangements for the 
purpose I hope the House will waive any 
notice, and in pursuance of custom on 
such occasions will at once proceed to. 
appoint a committee to consider the 
matter. If that be so I would move 
now— 


, Mr. CURZON : No, Sir > the statement “That a Select Committee be appointed to 
In question 1s entirely without founda-| consider the circumstances relating to the 
tion. On the contrary, we are informed | attendance of this House at the funeral o7 the 
by the Russian Government that the| late Right Hon. William Ewart Gladstone, on 
-.,| May 28th, and that the Committee do consist 
; : of the following Members:—Mr.  Akers- 
of passports by the Russian Consuls w.ts Douglas, Mr. Thomas Ellis, Sir T. Esmonée, 
issued without the knowledge of the Im-| Sir W. Harcourt, Sir H. Maxwe'l, Mr. J. 
perial Government, and that the Russian| Wharton, and myself; that three be a quorum, 
Chargé d@ Affaires at Pekin has been told and that the Committee have leave to sit and 


# ‘ = ‘ yroceed forthwith.” 
to instruct the Consuls to withdraw it. I i 


circular in question respecting the vise 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose Burehs): 
There is one question I would like to 
|put to the right honourable Gentleman. 
I; is whether, in the communication 

MR. GLADSTONE'S FUNERAL. which will ba made public to-morrow, 
*THe CHANCELLOR or run EXCHE-|the arrancements connected with West- 
QUER: I wish to acquaint the House, | minster Hail will be included? 
with reference to the resolution passed! .., . aa nee 

- at a «| *fus CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
on Friday with regard to the funerel of : . : 

: aaa ae I understand that will be so. 
and monument to Mr. Gladstone, that a 
telerram has been received from Bal | The Motion was agreed to. 
moral to the following effect : 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I have to commuri- 
“The Queen gives her assent to the Ad-| cate to the House that I have received 
dresses from both Houses of Parliament as to 


7 7 3 the folowing telegram from the Pres:- 
Mr. Gladstone’s funeral. sipeien i - cay - 2 


dent of the Chamber of Deputies at 
I presume that a formal renly will be|Athens. The telegram is dated May 20, 
sent in the ordinary course. A letter has, !it it arrived too late to be read to the 
been received by the Prime Minister fro:,; | House on Friday— 

the right honourable Gentleman +h: 
Member for West Leeds. writine 
on behalf of Mrs. Gledstone and 


Mr. Hanbury. 


‘In the name of my colleagues of the Hel- 
nic Parliament. I beg you to transmit to the 
19 ourabl: M«mbers -f the House cof Comm->rs 
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the expression of our grief at the loss of that 
eminent statesman and friend of Greece, Glad- 
stone. He was entitled to the gratitude of the 
Greek people, and his name will ever be 
venerated by my fellow countrymen.” 

*Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: Perhaps I may venture to ex- 
press the hope that you, Sir, will send 
an appropriate answer. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
[EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER. ] 
Ordered, That the Proceedings on the Local 

Government (Ireland) Bill, if under discussion 
at Twelve o’clock this night, be not interrupted 
under the Standing Order Sittings of the 
House.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER moved that the House do meet 
to-morrow (Tuesday) at 12 o’clock. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I think we ought to have some more 
clear understanding of what is going to 
take place to-morrow. These motions 
for adjournment are usually taken ad- 
vantage of by Members to raise ques- 
tions of interest. I quite understand 
the difficulty the Government have in 
finding that the progress with the Local 
Government Bill is slower than they 
anticipated, and that they are anxious 
to dispose of the Committee stage of the 
Bill before the holidays; but atthe same 
time the right of Members to use the 
adjournment motion as an opportunity 
of expressing their views should be re- 
membered. From this opportunity, how- 
ever, we shall be precluded, because 
Committee on the Irish Bill may be 
continued to 4 or 5 o'clock on Wednes- 
day morning. I think the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will see that we shall 
have some difficulty in gaining the 
attention of the House at 4 or 5 o’clock 
in the morning. As far as I am con- 
cerned, my attention has not been abso- 
lutely fixed on the Irish Local Govern- 
ment Bill. Therefore, I should come 
perfectly fresh to the matter. In re 
gard to the particular matter to which 
I desire to call the attention of the 
House, it is desirable that the First 
Lord of the Treasury should be here. 
I am sorry to hear that he is unwell ; 
but I am glad to hear that he is taking 
sufficient care of his health not to come 
to the House. If this question cannot 
be raised on the morrow, an understand- 
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ing should be given that a reasonable 
opportunity should be afforded. 

*Tue CHANCELLOR or rte EX- 
CHEQUER: I hope the anticipations of 
the honourable Gentleman as to the 
length of to-morrow’s sitting will not be 
realised, and that to conclude Commit- 
tee on the Bill it will not be necessary 
to sit till 4 or 5 o’clock on Wednesday 
morning. However that may be, I 
think the honourable Gentleman will 
see that as he desires to address the 
House in the presence of the Leader of 
the House he will not have that oppor- 
tunity either at the beginning or the 
end of the sitting, because the health 
of my right honourable Friend will not 
permit him to be at the House to- 
morrow. As I have already stated, if 
there is any general desire to take the 
Foreign Office Vote on June 10th, we 
are prepared to place that day at the 
disposal of honourable Members for that 
purpose. I understand that the ques- 
tion the honourable Member desires to 
raise has reference to foreign affairs, and 
this would give him an opportunity. 


MR. GLADSTONE’S FUNERAL AND 
MONUMENT. 


The Resolution brought forward on 
Friday was agreed to. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
BI 


L. 
Considered in Committee— 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrusr, Cumberland, Pei- 
rith, CHarrman oF Ways AND MEans, in 
the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 
Cuavuse 54. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 29, line 33, leave out from ‘ Pro- 
vided that,’ to end of sub-section, and insert— 
‘A county council may, with the approval 
of the Local Government Board, in the pre- 
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scribed manner order any road which may 
appear to them to be useless to be stopped up.” 
~—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphiil.) 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.) said that the object of the Amend- 
ment was to simplify the proceedings by 
which county roads could be closed up. 
The clause, as it stood, would not work. 
After this Bill became law, there would 
be no road sessions in Ireland, nor would 
there be any means of presenting the 
matter to the grand jury. His Amend- 
ment followed the language of clause 60 
of the Grand Jury Act. It substituted 
for that, that the county council, with 
the approval of the Local Government 
Board, and in the prescribed manner, 
might order any road which might ap- 
pear to be useless to be stopped up. 
This was not a matter of principle, but 
a matter of procedure. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY To THR 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. GzraLp Batrour, Leeds, Central) 
desired to point out to the right honour- 
able Gentleman that if the words sug- 
gested by him were adopted, the direct 
result would be to prevent the district 
council having a voice in the matter. 


Mr. M. HEALY (Cork) thought there 
was something in the point raised by the 
right honourable Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Tyrone ; and, subject to what the 
Chief Secretary had said about the dis- 
trict councils having a voice in the 
matter, he thought it would be desirable 
to make some such change as the right 
honourable Gentleman had _ suggested. 
So far as he understood, proceeding by 
presentment was wholly abolished. In 
he order regulating procedure under the 
Grand Jury Act, there was no such thing 
as presentment at all. On the wording 
of the Bill they would have to go to the 
grand jury if they intended to stop an 
old road. He would like some informa- 
tion from the right honourable Gentle- 
man as to whether or not the new county 
councils would have to make a present- 
ment. So far as he had read, there 
would be no such thing as a presentment 
if this Act passed. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL 
might explain that they could not have 


SERJEANT said he 


a presentment sessions for a single iso- 
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lated purpose like this. The sessions 
consisted of a certain number of cess 
payers, and they had also a certain num. 
ber of magistrates associated with them. It 
would answer any object he had to allow 
it first to come before the district coun- 
cil and then go before the county coun- 
cil in the shape of an appeal, and then, 
with the approval of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, have an order made. It 
would be very easy to have a clause to 
that effect. 


After some further conversation, Mr. 
HempuHitt withdrew his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 29, line 35, after ‘effect,’ insert ‘if 
the prescribed objection is lodged.’”—/Mr. 


T. M. Healy.) 
Mr. T. M. HEALY § said there 
was no need whatever for bring- 


ing in the Local Government Board 
On 
another matter he desired to say that as 
to the complaint made on Friday he 
thought it right to acknowledge--after 
inquiry from one of his colleagues—that 
the right honourable Gentleman was 
entirely right in the statement he made, 
and that he intended in no degree to 
pass a slur on any Member of the 
House. 


unless some objection were made. 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Amendment proposed 


“Page 29, line 36, at end, insert— 


“Provided that nothing herein contained 
shall be held to compel a county or district 
council to keep a particular road in repair if 
both the county and district council consider it, 
ter any reason, unnecessary or undesirable to do 


so."—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY said that at present 
there was no sort of obligation on 
the grand jury or presentment-sessions 
to keep a road in repair. As he 
understood the practice of the grand 
jury, it was, in some cases, where 
the traffic was small, to let it tem- 
porarily go to contract on the ground 
that putting it into repair occa 
sionally was sufticient, and answered all 
the purposes of having the road attended 
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to. The grand jury of county Cork at 
the last two assizes were given a great 
deal of trouble by a particular road 
whose condition came before them, which 
communicated with a brickyard. The 
sub-soil was particularly bad for road- 
making purposes, and the owners of the 
brickyard had, for the purpose of trans- 
porting their bricks, a heavy engine and 
two trucks, which they put on the road 
and kept running continually between 
the yard and Cork. It was absolutely 
impossible to keep this road in repair 
with this engine constantly passing over 
it, and the contractor had to give up his 
contract. No one could be found to 
keep the contract; and no money the 
grand jury could have spent on this 
road would have sufficed to keep it in 
repair. To do anything effectual would 
have cost at least £200. The grand 
jury spent days in considering it, with 
the result that the people who had this 
engine running had themselves to see to 
the repair of the road. There was the 
case of a remote locality jn which it 
might be proper for the gthnd jury to 
keep it in proper repair by putting it 
under contract at intervals, so as not to 
let it altogether lose its character. 
There was also the other case which he 
had indicated, where there was extraor- 
dinary traffic on the road, and in which 
the ratepayers were asked to be put to a 
large expense because a particular in- 
dustry required the use of the road. In 
that case the grand jury was under no 
obligation. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxinson, Londonderry, 
N.) said there had been no _ provi- 
sion or no means of compelling the grand 
juries in Ireland to do their duty, 
namely, to keep the roads in repair. 
They had now altered the law in that 
respect. There were two alternatives— 
either to stop a road which was useless 
and relieve the county from the expense 
of keeping it in repair, or to keep in 
repair every road that was required. 
The Government could not possibly 
accept this Amendment. 


CotoneL WARING (Down, N.) asked 
whether it would be possible under this 
clause to compel the county Down to do 
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what they considered the county Armagh 
had done illegally in regard to keeping 
certain roads in repair. 


Mr. ATKINSON replied that whenever 
a road was presented it became a public 
road, and as such it ought to be kept in 
repair. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) was 
not sure that they were not going further 
than the English law in this section. In 
England there must be a formal adop- 
tion of a road by the local authority 
before it became a road to be repaired, 
but he understood that without this 
Amendment, if any grand jury at any 
time in the past had had a presentment 
for the repair of any road, it must be 
repairable by the county for ever after- 
wards. For instance, in regard to the 
Giant’s Causeway, about which there 
had been some litigation, a road had 
been presented to the grand jury some 
30 years ago as a repairable road, and, 
as he understood, however remote the 
period of presentment might have been, 
in the case of any road in Ireland, under 
this sub-section it became a road which 
the public authority were bound to re- 
pair for ever after, and they would be 
liable for any accident which might hap- 
pen through any default of theirs in ful- 
filling that obligation. If that was so, it 
was going a great deal farther than the 
English law, and he thought it was a 
matter which required some more con- 
sideration. 


Mr. M. HEALY wished to say, before 
the right honourable Gentleman replied, 
that, of course, if the Government would 
not accept his Amendment, he could not 
press it, but he thought the discussion 
had shown that there was a blot in the 
Bill, and he feared the right honourable 
Gentleman had not fully grasped what 
would follow if the Bill passed in its 
present form. What was a public road? 
A public road, it appeared, might be any 
passage dedicated to the public. What 
did this section say? 


“Tt shall be the duty of every county and 
district council, according to their respective 
powers, to keep all public works maintainable 
at the cost of their county or district in good 
condition and repair.” 
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Now, what was a public work? Accord- 


ing to the definition clause of this 
Bill the expression “public work” 
means any road or work for 
which, under the Grand Juries 


Acts, a presentment might, but for this 
Act, be made, and so on. In other 
words, a public work under this section 
would not require to be a road which had 
been presented to the grand jury, but it 
would mean any kind of road which had 
been dedicated to the public. That was 
the effect of the definition clause, which 
said: “any road for whicha presentment 
might have been made but for this Act,” 
and such a road must, after this Act 
passed, be kept in repair by the county. 
It was not necessary in order that this 
liability should be cast upon the county 
to keep a road in repair that it should 
have been previously adopted by a grand 
jury ; and if any landowner had chosen 
for his own private interests to dedicate 
to the public a passage to his own house, 
or a passage to any street or any part of 
the property which he owned, it would 
immediately become a public road under 
this Bill. 


Mr. ATKINSON did not think that 
was meant to be the effect of the defini- 
tion clause. The intention was that this 
Bill should merely apply to such roads 
as might have been presented to a grand 
jury, and :t never was the intention to 
apply it to paths or passages such as the 
honourable Member indicated. 


Mr. M. HEALY said that after the 
explanation of the right honourable and 
learned Gentleman he would ask leave 
to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 29, line 37, omit sub-section 2.”— 
(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) thought the 
sub-section conveyed an _ undeserved 
reflection upon the local bodies con- 
cerned. It provided that— 


“If any district council complain that a 
county council, or any council complain that 
a district council, has failed to perform any 
such duty as aforesaid, the complaining coun- 
cil may, without prejudice to any other 
remedy, appeal to the Local Government 
Board.” 
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It further provided that section 15 of the 
Public Health Act. of 1896 should 
apply, but he presumed that it referred 
to cases where matters seriously affect- 
ing the public health were under consi- 
deration, and therefore this would be a 
very drastic sub-section, which they 
ought to be very chary of putting in the 
Bill. He believed that a county council 
properly constituted would have due 
regard to any case presented by a dis- 
trict council, would do what was right 
for the benefit of the locality and the 
public at large, and would be actuated 
by public spirit. But under this sub- 
section, whenever there was a difference 
of opinion between the smaller body and 
the larger body, the smaller body would 
have the right to appeal over the head 
of the other, and, irrespective of the 
merits of the case, the Local 
Government Board could compel 
the county council to do that which, in 
its own judgment, it thought would be 
inexpedient. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR did not think 
the clause was open to objection in this 
respect. In its first sub-section it pro- 
vided that it should be the absolute duty 
of every county and district council, 
according to their respective powers, to 
keep all public works maintainable at 
the cost of their county or district in 
good condition and repair. If a district 
council persistently refused to do its duty 
in that regard, or, to take the opposite 
case, if a county council persistently 
refused to undertake the maintenance of 
a public road, work submitted by a rural 
district council, it would be the duty of the 
council concerned to represent the facts 
to the Local Government Board, whose 
powers to act in the matter were not too 
drastic. They would be empowered to 
make, after due inquiry, an order, fixing 
a limitation of time within which the 
work must be done, and he very much 
doubted whether it would ever be neces- 
sary for the Local Government Board to 
go beyond making that order; but, if it 
were, they would have the power to 
appoint some other persons to perform 
the duty. Some power to complain to 
the Local Government Board, and some 
correlative power on the part of 
the Local Government Board to enforce 
the duty, he thought, was necessary. 





Mr. M. Healy. 
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Mr. FLYNN did not wish to press the 
matter at any length, and as the right 
honourable Gentleman seemed to think 
that this power of appeal was necessary 
he would withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 30, line 1, leave out ‘quarterly’ and 
insert ‘ half-yearly.’”—(Sir 7’. Esmonde.) 


Sm T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.) 
said he knew that there was much dif- 
ference of opinion about this proposal, 
but he thought that some Amendment 
in the nature of his proposal was called 
for in the interest of some county coun- 
cillors. It was quite easy for county 
councillors who lived in towns or near 
towns to attend the meetings of the 
county council as often as they thought 
proper to do so, and the council might 
sit all the year round so far as they were 
concerned ; but when the councillors had 
to go a long distance, and when, as was 
often the case in Jreland, the railway 
communication was not all that it might 
be, this enactment of quarterly meetings 
would lead to a great deal of inconveni- 
ence on their part. It would also cause 
a certain amount of hardship to these 
men, becanse, after all, probably the 
majority of the new county councillors 
would not be very wealthy men. They 
would have business of their own to 
attend to, and it would be a very great 
hardship to them if they had to leave 
their farms for a fortnight in the year in 
crder to go down to the county town and 
live there while the county council were 
sitting. Under the grand jury system 
that was only done for about four days 
twice a year. He thought that this ques- 
tion was one which required to be fur- 
ther considered. He knew there was a 
Civersity of opinion upon it on both sides 
of the House, and if the Chief Secretary 
did not approve of his Amendment he 
hoped the right honourable Gentleman 
would consider the advisability of leav- 
ing the number of times of meeting and 
attendance for each council to decide for 
itself; for, obviously, while in some 
counties four meetings a year might be 
required, in others they would be unneces- 


sary. 
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Mr. T. H. ROBERTSON (Hackney, 
S.) hoped the Chief Secretary would see 
his way not to stereotype quarterly meet- 
ings as being absolutely essential. So far 
as the grand juries were concerned, as 
a rule there was no necessity for more 
than two meetings a year, and it had 
always been found in regard to such 
public bodies, not only in Ireland, but in 
this country, that if they were called 
together more often, instead of increas- 
ing the number of attendances, they de- 
creased the number of attendances very 
materially. Therefore he hoped that 
the Chief Secretary and the Committee 
would see their way not to compel the 
councils to hold four meetings a year. It 
might be that in some counties they 
would want more than quarterly meet- 
ings, but there was no reason why they 
should be compelled to have quarterly 
meetings in all cases. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
thought the proposal of the Government 
was justifiable, for the duties undertaken 
by the members of these councils ought 
to be performed in a proper and business- 
like manner. The new members of them 
would be comparatively inexperienced, as 
compared with the grand juries, who, 
however, did their work in an automatic 
manner, and did not look after the inte- 
rests of all localities. The new county 
councillors would be men living in a scat- 
tered way throughout the whole coun- 
try. They would be interested in their 
own localities, and they would think it 
worth while to spend a day or two in 
locking after the interests of their neigh- 
bours. He therefore thought it would be 
a step in the wrong direction to provide 
that there should be less than four meet- 
ings a year. He certainly thought that 
the Chief Secretary was right in his sug- 
gestion that the county councils should 
meet at least four times a year, and he 
trusted the right honourable Gentleman 
would insist upon retaining that provi- 
sion of the Bill. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.) 
wished to call attention to the fact that 
the alteration proposed by the Amend- 
ment might prevent a road being sanc- 
tioned for a whole year. 











ey A OES 





évpaetaes ia eR See 

















































427 


Sir T. ESMONDE said he had only put 
down his Amendment now because this 
wag the first occasion on which the ques- 
tion could be raised, though he under- 
stood it could be substantially raised at 
a later period. 


Local Government 


Mr. T. M. HEALY submitted, in the 
interest of saving time, that the Chair- 
man should rule strictly upon points of 
ordes. 


*Lorp E. FITZMAURICE (Wilts, Crick- 

lade) hoped the Chief Secretary 
would adhere to his proposal. He 
thought it would be found that very 
few county councils could manage their 
business in fewer than four meetings, and 
if they diminished the number of meet- 
ings they would thereby encourage the 
tendency to delegate duties to the 
executive committee. If they did that 
they would take away from the control 
of public business by the whole county. 


Mr. M. HEALY thought there was 
some inconvenience in the form of th2 
proposal in the Bill with regard to the 
county councils, as it did not enact that 
there should be only quarterly meetings, 
but simply assumed it. While, therefore, 
he was in favour of the clause, and hoped 
that the Government would stick to their 
point, he did not think they would lose 
anything by accepting the Amendment. 


Mr. J. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 3.) 
hoped that the phrase in the clause suffi- 
ciently indicated that quarterly meetings 
should be held, and trusted that the 
Chief Secretary would stick to his Bill. 
In his opinion four meetings in a year 
were too few rather than too many for 
the proper conduct of the business of a 
county. The honourable Baronet had said 
that many of the new councillors would 
be poor men having businesses of their 
own to attend to. Well, all he could say 
on that point was that if the new men 
had so much business of their own that 
they would not be able to attend properly 
to the business of the county, let them 
not come forward as candidates or seek 
to be elected as councillors. He held 
that any man who allowed himself to 
be elected to a post of public trust ought 
te discharge that trust faithfully and 
honestly, and therefore he gave his hearty 
opposition to the proposal of the honour- 
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able Baronet, and would earnestly support 
the Chief Secretary in adhering to quar. 
terly meetings. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR held that 
quarterly meetings would be a fair 
average, and that, therefore, he must 
adhere to this proposal. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Mr. M. HEALY feared that sub-sec- 
tion 4 of the clause repealing the Grand 
Juries Acts with respect to memorials 
other than memorials by a grand jury 
would have a wider effect than was con- 
templated by the Government, and hoped 
they would further consider the matter 
before the Report. 


Clause 54, as amended, agreed to. 


CuausE 55. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Omit sub-section 2..—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. FLYNN moved to omit sub-sec- 
tion 2, directing that— 


“A county council may provide for the per- 
formance by a deputy of the duties of any 
officer in case of his illness, absence, or in- 
capacity.” 


He made this proposal now, with the 
view of raising the whole question on a 
section of the new clause which the Chie! 
Secretary had promised to bring in, and 
he desired to provide that the county 
council should have power to take over 
and appoint not only the secretary to 
the grand jury, but also his qualified 
assistants and clerks. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The ques 
tion does not apply under this clause at 
all, for it arises on clause 72. If this 
Amendment is inserted here it will 
simply prevent the secretary of the grand 
jury from himself appointing a qualified 
assistant. Sub-section (b) empowers the 
county council to appoint— 


“Such assistant surveyors and such further 
officers as they think necessary for the perform- 
ances of duties of the council.” 


The Amendment as it stands will pre 
vent these officers doing this. 
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Mr. FLYNN: I do not see that that 
will prevent the secretary appointing his 
own assistants, and there is no hardship 
in that. My point is this: that the 
Grand Jury Act did not appoint these 
assistants. I was the secretary of the 
grand jury who had the power of appoint- 
ing its own assistants, who were looked 
upon as temporary clerks, and were not 
recognised in any way by the grand jury. 
It is true that sub-section (b) does give 
the county council power to appoint 
clerks, and I shall not press my Amend- 
ment. I rise, however, on this occasion 
in order to give notice that on clause 72 
I shall have something more to say, 
because we have a very strong feeling 
with regard to these assistant clerks. 


Mr. M. HEALY: This Amendment 
raises @ somewhat wide question, and I 
should be glad to get some definite 
opinion on the question from the Govern- 
ment. The clause as it stands might 
be greatly improved, and it will be just 
as convenient to discuss it on this 
Amendment as upon any other. With 
regard to the original framing of the 
Grand Jury Act, there is no doubt that 
what the Grand Jury Act did was this: 
it gave the grand jury power to appoint 
a certain number of officers—I admit it 
was a very small number—and it was 
strictly limited to that number. You 
had the secretary of the council, the 
treasurer of the county, the county sur- 
veyor, and the assistant county surveyor. 
That embraced all the officers it was 
possible for the grand jury to appoint. 
Well now, Sir, of course everybody knows 
that the affairs of a county could not be 
carried on or worked with a staff of that 
kind. Everybody knows that the county 
surveyor cannot do all his own clerical 
work. Similarly, the county treasurer of 
the grand jury would not think of 
doing all the work himself, and he would 
want clerks. The Act provided and fixed 
the statutory salary, which was not a 
very large one as the Grand Jury Act 
originally stood, but it has been some- 
what increased by recent Acts, and the 
idea was when the salary was fixed it 
should be on such a basis as would enable 
these principal officers to provide them- 
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selves with such a staff as would be neces- 
sary for county purposes. Well now, 
Mr. Lowther, on the framing of the 
Government clause they do not adopt 
the old system, and they do not wholly 
adopt the new system. They adopt the 
old system so far as it relates to the 
salaries named in the Act. The salary 
of the secretary to the county is fixed 
by the council, and so is the salary of the 
county surveyor; and the Act gives 
generally powers to appoint such further 
officers as they may think necessary for 
the performance of the duties of the 
council. Therefore you have the disad- 
vantages of both systems. You have on 
the one hand the principal officers’ salary 
fixed on a basis which presumes that they 
shall pay out of it a large number cf 
sub-officials, and on the other hand you 
give power to the grand jury to them- 
selves take into their own direct 
employment a number of officers who 
would really have to do the work. I 
think the convenient course for the 
Government to have taken would have 
been to have set up some machinery for 
ascertaining what the net emoluments 
of each of these head officers will be—that 
is, the secretary and treasurer and the 
county surveyor, and any other officer 
of that kind whom they have to take 
over—and fix the salary on that basis for 
these head officials, and then enable the 
county to take over under their own 
direct control these sub-officials whom, 
up to the present, they have had to 
employ themselves and pay out of their 
own salary. At present you have the 
head officials and the employees under 
them, who are not the servants of the 
grand jury; and besides these you will 
have a number of fresh officials, without 
any limit to their number, and without 
any statutory limit as to their remunera- 
tion, provided in this section. I think, 
as I have said before, that the con- 
venient way would be, when you are 
dealing with these head officials, to fix 
their salaries as a personal salary, and if 
they want officials under them—as all of 
them must, because the whole work cf 
the county, including the preparing of 
the jury and voters’ lists, will be thrown 
upon them, and the work will not be 
done by anything like the same staff as 
at present provided, for that would be 
simply absurd—lI put it to the Govern- 
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ment and to the right honourable 
Gentleman that they will do well to con- 
sider a recasting of the whole scheme of 
remuneration which will get rid of the 
original idea on which this clause is 
framed—namely, that some big cidicial 
can get a sufficiently large salary to 
cover, not only his own salary, put also 
a number of other sub-officials. 





Mr. W. JOHNSTON: After what has 
been said, I appeal to the honourable 
Member to withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May 


I state that he has already done so! 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): This 
Amendment seems to me to tend in the 
direction of making deputy officials per- 
manent under the county council, and I 
do not think it is exactly an Amendment 
to which we can give our support. 
Nothing has tended more to waste the 
ratepayers’ money than this system of 
having the work done by deputy. Most 
of the councils with which I am ac 
quainted have their work done by deputy, 
and the result is that we seldom see the 
principal officials at all. I know an 
official who has been drawing his £400 
a year for the last 20 years, 
and who was seldom in Ireland at all, 
for he was mostly away in the South 
of France. Two or three years ago he 
retired on his pension for discharging 
his duties in Ireland whilst in the South 
of France. Tf this Amendment means 
that we are to have this system set up 
under the county councils, I for one shall 
oppose it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This is in 
cases where the salaries are paid by the 
Local Government Board. 


Mr. G. MURNAGHAN: The honour- 
able Members who have spoken upon 
this question have brought under the 
notice of the Chief Secretary matters 
which he will do well to consider. He 
has said that the officials of the grand 
juries have salaries which will enable 
them to keep clerks or assistants, and 
therefore I think it is a most important 
consideration, whenever the Chief Secre- 
tary adjusts the salaries, to make 
arrangements in that respect. I think 
it is a proper thing that all chief officials 
Mr. M. Healy. 
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should have under them some person 
who will be responsible in their absence, 
I think this question is worthy of his 
serious consideration. 


Mr. FLYNN: After what has fallen 
from the Chief Secretary I beg leave to 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ At end of sub-section 3, leave out the words 
‘by the Local Government Board,’ and insert 
‘by a banking company.’”—(Mr. J. H. M. 
Campbell.) 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL (Dublin, St. 
Stephen’s Green): I am not going to 
waste time on this Amendment, and I 
only put it forward because I think it 
will probably be accepted by honourable 


Members opposite. If there is any 
objection to it I shall not press it. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is 


provided for by the Order in Council. 


Sir R. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge) : In some counties there are 
more than one chief official with subordi- 
nates under them. I want to know is 
there only going to be one head sur- 
veyor, and are the others all 
assistants ? 


to be 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 30, lines 27 and 28, leave out, ‘ sub- 
ject to any statutory limits.’”—(Sir 7. Lea.) 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is 
already extended to all principal officers. 


*Strr THOMAS LEA (Londonderry, S.) . 
Then I withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 30, line 27, after ‘subject,’ insert— 


“In the case of any officer whose salary can 
be fixed without the concurrence of the Local 
Government Board.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: Do I understand that 
in the case of a seoretary to the county 
council, the county surveyor, or the 
assistant surveyor the salary could not 
be altered? Does the statutory limit 
still apply? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Then there is a 
statutory limit to the secretary, the 
treasurer, the surveyor, and the assistant 
surveyor. Now, the assistant surveyor 
only gets £80 a year, which is a ridicu- 
lous salary. 


Amendment agreed to without a Divi- 
sion. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 30, line 35, leave out from beginning, 
to ‘the county,’ in line 36.” 

“Page 30, line 36, after ‘council,’ insert, 
‘may take from a treasurer when a banking 
company and.’”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
to without a 


Amendments agreed 


Division. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 30, line 38, after ‘security,’ insert, 


‘from a guarantee society or company.’ ’’— 
(Mr. Daly.) 


Mr. DALY 


I move this 


(Monaghan, S.): The 
reason Amendment is 
that, when officers are appointed, either 
to do the work for boards of guardians 
or for the county councils, the securities 
put forward by them shall not be men 
of straw. The reason that makes me put 
down this Amendment is that recently 
in county Monaghan the grand jury 
appointed cess collectors, and they came 
before us with a deficiency of £3,000 ; 
and when the sureties given were applied 
to by the grand jury for the deficiency 
they were found in most cases to be men 
of straw, who had mortgaged what pro- 
perty they possessed, and the grand jury 
could not realise anything worth 
their while of the amount of which the 
cess collectors were defaulters. My other 
reason is that when officers become 
appointed to boards of guardians the 
officer has to provide his own security, 
and he has to pay for the execution of 
his bond. I know, however, that in a 
great many instances the officer is able 


to get round the guardians, and_ get 
them to pay for the bond. If a guaran- 


tee society were appointed, subject to 
the approval of the Local Government 
Board, it would be much safer for the 
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boards of guardians and the county coun- 
cils in the future. I think I am right in 
saying that in effect this Amendment of 
mine is carried out in the same way in 
England, and I think the right honour- 
able Gentleman needs be under no diffi- 
culty in accepting this Amendment, for 
my object is only to prevent a state of 
affairs that has happened in Monaghan 
happening again. I beg leave to move 
my Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that I cannot accept the Amendment, for 
it appears to be a rather strong Mea- 
sure, which will enable the guarantee 
societies to run up their terms. 


Mr. DALY: As the right honourable 
Gentleman has stated that this might 
run up the terms of the guarantee 
societies, I beg leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 30, line 40, leave out sub-section 4. 
(Mr. Daly.) 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Under this 
clause the county council have the power 
of appointing a secretary to the county 
council, a county treasurer, a county sur- 
veyor, and an assistant county surveyor, 
and other officers, but under this section 
they provide— 


“Where any part of the salary of an officer 
of a county council is paid out of money pro- 
vided by Parliament, or from the Local Taxa- 
tion (Ireland) Account, he shall not be ap- 
pointed or removed, nor shall his salary be 
fixed or altered without the concurrence of the 
Local Government Board.” 


Then the sub-section proceeds— 


“And for the purpose of this enactment part 
of the payment to every county council, out of 
the agricultural grant, shall be deemed to be 
paid in respect of part of the salary of the 


secretary of the county council, and of the 


county surveyor, and of any assistant sur- 
veyor.” 


Therefore, by this sub-section the county 
council will be in this position; they 
cannot appoint even their secretary, 
treasurer, surveyor, or assistant sur- 
veyor without the consent of the Local 
Government Board, nor can they dismiss 
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them. Therefore, I should like an ex- 
plauation of this very wide departure 
from the English Act. I think that this 
provision is objectionable in a two-fold 
sense. It is objectionable in the first 
place, to take away from an important 
representative body the power to ensure 
its servants against the injustice of 
wrongful dismissal. We know perfectly 
well that there are a great many public 
bodies in Ireland who are not permitted 
to dismiss their own officials, and the 
result is that their officials are not very 
civil, and they are by no means very 
amenable to the direction of those in 
whose employment they are. Something 
may be said in favour of that system— 
though I myself am not in favour of it— 
when we are dealing with the case of very 
small and comparatively unimportant 
appointments; but when we come to 
deal with very large appointments, then 
I think it is monstrous that these offi- 
cials, particularly the officials into whose 
hands the whole of the administration 
will fall, should be placed in such a posi- 
tion that they may set their employers 
at absolute defiance and be backed up 
by the Local Government Board in that 
particular. I confess, however, that I 
attach much more importance to the 
question of appointment. The Chief 
Secretary said that this was really 
to a large extent a purely formal pro- 
vision, and that he knew that it would 
be used only to prevent improper 
appointments being made. Well now, 
Sir, that is a very extraordinary attitude 
to take, because it amounts to this: that 
the Local Government Board at Dublin 
should have control, and should be able 
te say what is a proper appointment and 
what is an improper appointment. There 
is nothing laid down in the Orders in 
‘Council for their guidance, and there is 
no regulation preventing them using 
that power arbitrarily. I should like to 
know why the Government, having 
undertaken to give to Ireland the sam> 
privileges as are enjoyed by this country 
under the English Act, have departed 
from it in so important a particular as 
the appointment of officers. I know that 
in England the county clerk is appointed 
by the council, subject to the approval 
-of the Local Government Board, but that 


Mr. Dillon. 
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is the only case, and that is so because 
he has to discharge certain legal duties 
in connection with his office, and that 
is the only reason why, under the Eng- 
lish Act, he is not appointed by the 
county council. But these powers which 
are conferred upon the Irish Local 
Government Board are not conferred 
upon the English Local Government 
Board under the Act. But I will go fur- 
ther and say that, even if they were con- 
ferred on the English Local Government 
Board, it is a much more injurious thing, 
and far more likely to cripple, and 
annoy, and embarrass these Irish local 
bodies to confer such powers upon the 
Irish Locai Government Board than 
would be the case with the English Local 
Government Board, because in England 
such power would only be used in the case 
of some very scandalous appointment. 
I refuse to accept from the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland the statement that, in his 
judgment, the Irish Local Government 
Board will not use that power. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The first part of 


the section says— 
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“As respects the officers of the county 
council, the council of a county other than a 
county borough, subject to the provisions 
hereinafter contained.” 


This does not apply to county boroughs, 
but it would be open to say that section 
4 does, especially when you have regard 
to the powers conferred under section 17, 
where it says, at line 19— 

“The provisions of this Act with respect to 
administrative counties shall, so far as circum- 


stances admit, apply in the case of every such 
borough, with the necessary modifications.” 


The exceptions are only about main 
roads, etc. It appears to me that this is 
a section that should be allowed to exist 
only for a limited period. It may be 
that, at the opening stage of these 
county councils, some such provision 
may be necessary ; but I think five years 
will give the Government all the pro 
tection they desire. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This clause 
does not apply to county boroughs. If 
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the honourable Member will look at sub- 
section 1 he will see that it reads— 


“ As respects the officers of the county council, 
the council of a county other than a county 
borough.” 


County boroughs are expressly excluded. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Look at sub- 


section 6. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am quite 
willing to make it clear that the sub- 
section does not apply to county 
boroughs. In the case of the county 
surveyor it is desirable that there should 
be some check. One consideration, the 
importance of which it is impossible to 
exaggerate, is the desirability of having 
as good men as possible to discharge 
these duties, and you will get a very 
much better class of men if you have 
the support of the Local Government 
Board than without that provision. Con- 
sidering how much, after this Bill passes, 
will be contributed from the Imperial 
Exchequer to the local authorities in Ire- 
land, it is not unreasonable that some 
check should be imposed. 


Mr. DILLON: The county council 
appoints the men whom you approve. 
That is the whole point; and any man 
who makes himself obnoxious to the 
Government will have a cross put against 
his name. We have had from the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland a perfect disclosure of 
the whole policy of the Government. We 
know now that the Local Government 
Board and the Castle authorities regard 
those men as to a large extent their ser- 
vants ; and the men who expect to obtain 
these local appointments in Ireland will 
feel it necessary to abstain from giving 
the authorities umbrage. If the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary were justified in his argument he 
ought to go further, and take away from 
all the municipal corporations of Ireland 
the right to appoint their officers. I 
have no desire to prolong unduly this 
discussion, but I hope the honourable 
Member who moved this Amendment 
will carry it to a Division, in order that 
it may not be used as an argument 
against us in the future that we allowed 
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this clause to go through unchallenged, 
because the time will come when the 
Government will be obliged to withdraw 
the greater part of these restrictions. 


Mr. M. HEALY: May we take it that 
this sub-section relates only to secre- 
taries and county surveyors! Because I 
am not quite sure that there is not a 
snake in the grass in the earlier sub- 
section. 


CotoneEL SAUNDERSON (North Ar- 
magh): I hope the Government will 
remain firm and keep this clause as it 
stands. I would rather see the county 
officers creatures of the Local Government 


Board than creatures of the National | 


League. 


Mr. DILLON: Do I understand that 
no member of the National League is to 
be appointed ? 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: Certainly 
not. I do not wish to see politics intro 
duced at all; but I fear that at first, at 
any rate, that will happen, and that in 
consequence the worst possible selection 
of officers will be made. From what I 
know of certain parts of Ireland I think 
it is likely that membership of the 
National League will be a strong induce- 
ment to appointment to these offices. 
I have had representatives from all parts 
of Ireland hoping that the officers of the 
county council will not be absolutely at 
the beck and call of the League. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: I desire to ex- 
press the hope that the Government 
will agree to the reasonable repre 
sentations of the Irish Members on 
this question, because I feel that, in 
placing these irritating restrictions upon 
these bodies, they are doing the very 
thing that will militate against the 
smooth working of local government in 
Ireland. I do not see why the people 
of Ireland cannot be trusted to manage 
their own affairs. They have more in- 
terest in their own affairs than any 
outsider can have. Speaking from my 
own experience, I say that we should 
not, in the early stages of local govern- 
ment, be hampered with these irritating 
restrictions. Why should not the local 
bodies in Ireland appoint their own 
officials? It is annoying to think that 
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these local bodies are there merely to 
carry out the will of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Dublin. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think that any instance can be pointed 
out in which the Local Government Board 
refused their sanction to the appointment 
of an official, except on thoroughly rea- 
sonable grounds. The honourable Mem- 
ber for East Mayo says that the Local 
Government Board of Ireland is not 
amenable to the criticism of Parliament 
exactly in the same way as the English 
Local Government Board. But I venture 
to say that under no circumstances 
would the Local Government Board give 
their sanction to the appointment or the 
dismissal of an officer without consulting 
the Chief Secretary. The thing is abso- 
lutely out of the question. And there 
is certainly no ground for the supposi- 
tion that the Local Government Board 
will use their power merely in order to 
secure appointments for their political 


friends. 


Mr. DILLON: Have the Irish Mem- 
bers ever succeeded in reversing the 
action of the Irish Local Government 
Board by bringing a question before the 
House? The English Local Government 
Board do not do these things, because 
they have to defend their action before 
the House. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: So it is 
here. 


Mr. DILLON: What would be the 
position if a reduction of the salary of 
the President of the English Local 
Government Board were carried by five 
votes to one of the English Members? 
Either the right honourable Gentleman 
the President of the Local Government 
Board would disappear or the policy 
would be reversed. But the Irish Mem- 
bers may carry a reduction by five to one 
of the Irish votes, and iti would make no 
more difference than water on a duck’s 
back. We have only the satisfaction of 
compelling the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary to sit on these 
benches and listen to the Irish Members : 
but, so far as business is concerned, it 
is not affected in the least. We have 
no remedy by officials of the Govern- 
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ment; and now the Government propose 
to put this veto upon the appointment 
of the county council officers, and the 
people who look for appointments under 
the county council will be on their good 
behaviour so that their names may not 
become obnoxious to the authorities. The 
honourable and gallant Member for North 
Armagh had said that he objected to any 
of these officers being members of the 
National League ; in his words he would 
say that all these officers should be loyal 
men. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON : They ought 


to be honest men. 


Mr. DILLON: Does the 
and gallant Member go so far as to hold 
that no man is honest in Ireland except 
he agrees with him in politics? If that 
is his view his test of an honest man is 
a man who supports the Unionist Govern- 
That is the root-evil of this 
system. Whether the Local Government 
Board exercise this power constantly or 
not, it is there, and is held in 
reserve, and is a weapon of corruption. 
The Government have not attempted te 
justify it, and I trust that the honourable 
Member who moved the Amendment will 
divide the House upon it as a protest. 


honourable 


ment. 


*Smr WALTER FOSTER (Derby, Ilkes- 
ton) appealed to the right honourable 
Gentleman, having regard to the fact that 
it was in the interests of everybody that 
the Act should work smoothly, to make 
some concession to the honourable 
Members. The Government had limited 
the area of choice in the appointment of 
officers. He thought if they retained the 
power that no officer should be dismissed 
by the county council without the sanc- 
tion of the Local Government Board they. 
would have quite sufficient authority over 
the county councils, and at the same time 
would give to each county council a wider 
area out of which to select the officer. 
They would by this course give the 


man who had any political black 
mark against his name, or anything 
that might be used with regard to 


his public conduct in Ireland, the same 
chance as other men in securing such 
appointments, and at the same time 
retain the power of having a voice in the 
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dismissal or removal of an officer. He 
believed if the right honourable Gentle- 
man would make that concession he 
would remove a cause of friction which 
was likely to arise under the proposed 
condition of things. 


Sir T. ESMONDE: The weak point of 
the grand jury system is that the 
grand juries have no control over 
their county surveyors and _ other 
officials. As I understand the clause 
this evil will now be aggravated. 
It prescribes that there shall be a con- 
siderable number of officials who will be 
supposed to do the work of the Irish 
county councils, and at the same time be 
absolutely beyond their control. This is 
a most undesirable state of things. As 
far as I can see, this clause carries out the 
principle which pervades the whole of 
the Bill. It puts the county councils in 
Ireland absolutely at the mercy of the 
Local Government Board. I think that 
is a very great mistake. I am perfectly 
certain that the Irish county councils 
will be at war with the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and that will not be condu- 
cive to harmonious working. The Chief 
Secretary ought to have more confidence 
in the local bodies he is creating, and 
allow them a little more independence ; 
otherwise I for one, in common with 
other honourable Members who sit on 
these benches, may feel disposed to 
reconsider my position with regard to 
the Bill altogether. Instead of giving 
local government to the Irish people the 
Chief Secretary is simply putting them 
under that of the Local Government 
Board. 


Mr. CREAN (Queen’s County, Ossory) : 
I think the Irish county councils ought 
to be fully trusted with regard to the 
appointment of their officials. I will give 
one instance to prove that local bodies in 
Ireland have not misused that trust in 
the past. On a recent occasion the Cor- 
poration of Cork, of which I was for many 
years a member, and which is composed 
ol two-thirds Nationalists, appointed a city 
surveyor. 
to know that they appointed an English- 
man and a Protestant to that position? 
Again, would it surprise this House to 
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know that the harbour board nominated 
by the corporation appointed a Protes- 
tant and an Englishman as their chief 
engineer! And yet the honourable and 
gallant Member opposite, impregnated 
with the bigotry of Ulster, ventured to 
insinuate that politics would interfere 
with the appointment of officials. But 
grand juries, on the other hand, never 
make appointments outside their own 
clique and religion. 


CotoneL, SAUNDERSON: I can give 
the honourable Gentleman many 
instances in my own county where Catho- 
lics have been appointed cess collectors. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Grand juries never 
appoint a Catholic to any office. 


Mr. CREAN: I therefore think, Mr. 
Lowther, that Nationalist Members have 
reason to doubt the bond fides of any 
branch of Dublin Castle dealing fairly 
with anyone not of their own political 
thinking. 


Mr. J. SAMUEL (Stockton): 
There was one statement made by 
an honourable Member that should not 
go unchallenged, and that is the state- 
ment that in England the system of 
the Local Government Board having 
control over the appointment of the 
officials of local bodies has worked well. 
Now, Sir, I venture to say that there is 
not a board of guardians in this country 
which would not prefer to have absolute 
control over its own officials. There is 
& great difference between the appoint- 
ment of officials under this system com- 
pared with that of the municipal authori- 
ties in this country, because the muni- 
cipal authorities have absolute control 
aver the whole of their officials, unless 
they apply to receive hali the salaries of 
the medical officer of health or the 
surveyor from the county council. 1 
understand from the latter part of this 
section, which speaks of the agricultural 
grant—the agricultural grant is, I believe, 
£40,000 for the whole oi Ireland—that 
this grant was transferred to the locel 
taxation account, and then handed over 
to the county councils. Now, in England, 
I think in many county councils the 
whole of the officials are paid out of the 
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local taxation account. In some of our 
county councils we have not a single 
case where the officials’ salaries come out 
of the rates. The whole of the money is 
provided by Parliament out of the local 
taxation account under the Act of 1888, 
and the county councils, with the excep- 
tion of one official, 7.e., the clerk of the 


council, have absolute power in the ap- | 


pointment and dismissal of the whole of 
the officials. I say, Mr. Lowther, that 
there is no county council, there is no 
rural district council, there is no local 
board that has self-government in the 
strictest sense of the term unless they 
have absolute control over their officers. 
And if these officials are placed under the 
Local Government Board you must hav} 
continuous friction between the Local 
Government Board on the one hand and 
the local authorities on the other. I hope 
my honourable Friend will push this 
Amendment to a Division, because the 
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principle is one of very great importance, | 
especially in Ireland, and I think thet | 


upon this Question you ought to assimi- | 
| word ‘he,’ in line 42, stand part of the clause.” 


late the law in England to Ireland, an‘! 


give the Irish county councils the sama | 
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Mr. DALY: If the right honour. 
able Gentleman can see his way to 
accept the suggestion that the powers 
under the section should be’ limited 
to five years’ duration, I would rather 
not proceed to a Division. I think 
there are a good many Officials at present 
in office who would retire at the end of 
tive years. The honourable and galla .t 
Member for North Armagh has spoken 
about the introduction of politics into 
county councils, but let me point out to 
him the recent conduct of a grand jury 
in Ireland. At the very last assizes there 
was a resolution proposed by the grand 
jury in the county of Monaghan to levy 
twopence in the £ on account of two 
collectors of the honourable and gallant 
Member’s political faith who ran away 
with £2,000 of the county cess. I hope, 
in view of this disclosure, the honourable 
and gallant Member will not cast any 
suspicions on honourable Members on 
this side of the House. 


Question put— 


“That the words of the sub-section to the 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 138; 
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Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 
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Barry, RtHnA HSmith-( Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T 


Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. 
Cruddas, Wm. Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 





Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Brist’l) 
Bemorse, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn. J. (birm.} 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Mr. J. Samuel. 


John 


Denny, Colonel 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart | 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes | 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest | 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) | 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn.A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) | 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) | 


Akers- | 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Heath, James 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
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Lawson, John G. (Yorks) Phillpotts, Captain Arthur Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) Platt-Higgins, Frederick Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Purvis, Robert 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. | Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. | Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp'l) | Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) | Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


Waring, Col. Thomas 


Lowe, Francis William | Russell, Gen. F. S. (Chelt'‘m) | Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L.) 
Lowles, John | Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Lucas-Shadwell, William | Saunderson, Col. Edw. Jas. | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Macartney, A ae mn Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard | Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Maclure, Sir John William Seton-Karr, Henry | Wade r tte 
McCalmont, Col. J.(Ant’m,E.) | Sharpe, William Edward T. bey ie ~ aaa 
McKillop, James Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) | Woo.” ateronder 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | Stanley, Lord (Lancs) | Wye, Alexander ; 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham Stone, Sir Benjamin Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Milward, Colonel Victor Strauss, Arthur Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
Moncktoa, Edward Philip Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
More, Robert Jasper Sutherland, Sir Thomas TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUny) Sir William Walrond and 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. Thornton, Percy M. Mr. Anstruther. 
Tarkes, Ebenezer Valentia, Viscount 

NOES. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) ; Healy, Maurice (Cork) | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.} Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) | O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
Barlow, John Emmott Hogan, James Francis |} O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Billson, Alfred Jameson, Major J. Eustace O'Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
Blake, Edward Jones, D. B. (Swansea) | Paulton, James .4ellor 
Brigg, John Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Broadhurst, Henry Jordan, Jeremiah Power, Patrick Joseph 
Burt, Thomas Leng, Sir John Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Clough, Walter Owen Lewis, John Herbert | Rickett, J. Compton 
Collery, Bernard Lough, Thomas | Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Macaleese, Daniel | Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Crean, Eugene | McDonnell,Dr.M.A.(Qn.’sCo.) | Shee, James John 
Crilly, Daniel MacNeill, John G. Swift | Sheehy, David 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) | McCartan, Michael | Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles McDermott, Patrick | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Dillon, John M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) | Steadman, William Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. oe —— | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Doogan, P. C. } ison, Fred. | Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.). 
Fenwick, Charles | Maden, John Henry | Tully, Jasper 7 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond Mandeville, J. Francis | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Flynn, James Christopher Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) Molloy, Bernard Charles | Yoxall, James Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Montagu, Sir 8S. (Whitechapel) | . 
Griffith, Ellis J. Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | TELLERS FoR THE Nors— 
Hammond, John (Carlow) Moss, Samuel Mr. Daly and Sir Thomas 
Harwood, George Murnaghan, George | Esmonde. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Amendment proposed— _ Mr. M. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I 
| beg to call your attention, Mr. Lowther, 
| to the fact that there are not 40 Members 
| present. 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Wicklow, W.): I) 
move this Amendment because I think | y> 
in this Bill the Local Government Board | 
ig invested with too much power. As| Mr. J. O'CONNOR: I was just saying 
things stand in Ireland at present the| that I move this Amendment in order 
Local Government Board has a good deal | that the county council might have the 
more power than it ought to have. Ta} privilege of making their own appoint- 
every page, in every line of this Bill, the | ments. You will observe that, according 
heading is Local Government Board. | to this clause, the Local Government 


“Page 30, line 42, leave out the words ‘be 
appointed.’”—(Mr. J. O'Connor.) 


A count was ordered, and when 40 
embers appeared, 
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Board have not only the power to veto 
appointments but to interfere in the 
alteration or fixing of salaries. I think 
that is giving the Local Government 
Board too much power. You give some 
reform with one hand and take half of 
it away with the other. That is usually 
the case. I think the Attorney General 
might concede this point in the absence 
of the Chief Secretary. What I object 
to is that the Local Government Board 
should have the veto on these appoint- 
ments. The Local Government Board 
is everywhere—on every page, on every 
line of this Bill. I beg to move this 
Amendment. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Gentlemen who are 
acquainted with the proceedings of grand 
juries in Ireland cannot for a moment 
think seriously that the county surveyor 
would be in an independent position if 
he were appointed by the county council. 
What chance would any man who faith- 
fully did his duty have of insisting upon 
contracts being carried out? 


Mr. M. HEALY: This only relates to 
appointments. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The only cases are 
those of the county surveyor and secre- 
tary, and anyone who knows anything 
about what grand juries in Ireland are 
cannot say seriously that, if he did his 
duty, the county surveyor would have 
ony chance if the Amendment were in- 
serted. 


Mr. JORDAN: I do not see why 
this clause should apply to the 
secretary. If the county surveyor is 


protected, his assistants, who will be 
under him, will be sufficiently protected 
without this clause. But what we are 
afraid of is that, in giving these appoint- 
ments, it is dangerous to let the Local 
Government Board have the power inde- 
pendent of the county council—that, 
whereas they might have a certain 
amount of independence, they will act in 
such a way as to be offensive to the 
county council. Now, an officer might if 
he chose, being appointed by the Local 
Government Board, wholly independent 
of the county council, stand up and tell 
the county council that he refused to 
assist them—that it was outside the 


Mr. J. O'Connor. 


{ COMMONS} 








(Ireland) Bill. 448 


sphere of his duty. I know a case of 
a few weeks ago in which a gentleman, 
who was not the secretary of a grand 
jury, but who was the secretary to com. 
missioners, refused to assist the 
commissioners in a certain matter, 
because he said it did not lie within the 
sphere of his duty. That is the way 
the Local Government Board officials 
might act—to defy the county council. 
The county council would be at the dis- 
posal of its officers, instead of the officers 
being at the disposal of the county coun- 
cil. I regret that the suggestion made 
on a former Amendment was not adopted 
—a suggestion to limit this clause to a 
term of five years. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 1 suggest 
to the Government that there is ample 
protection in the words “and which 
shall have such qualification.” It occurs 
to me that the Government might give 
way on the word “appointment.” We 
have had a great many discussions as to 
safeguards, but if I were asked what could 
the county council do, I could only say 
it can raise taxes. The Government 
must remember that all existing officers 
are protected. The present officers will 
certainly live, in the natural course of 
events, for 15 years, or perhaps 20 years ; 
and therefore we are dealing with a 
state of things which will only arise when 
we will probably have passed out of the 
sphere—will I say, of politics! It seems 
to me that the Government have ade- 
quate protection in the word “ qualifica- 
tion,” and that they might well leave 
out the words “be appointed.” 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: 
I can understand 
dependent of road contractors, but 
why they should be independent of 
the county council I do not understand. 
Does the right honourable Gentleman 
mean to say that the county council 
would not make its officers attend to 
their business? What power will they 
have to enforce their orders according 
to the present Bill? They will have no 
pcwer whatever. Unless these local 
bodies have the control over their ap- 
pointments, I do not see how it 1s 
possible to get your work properly done. 
Because, instead of being independent of 


Mr. Lowther, 


officers being in- 
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the county council, they ought to be 
subject to it. Is it to the Local Govern- 
ment Board they must look for approval ! 
It is a far-off object, and I think it is a 
wrong course for the Government to 
pursue. These surveyors get large 
salaries, and I do not think there would 
be any desire on the part of the county 
council to be arbitrary. The Govern- 
ment are taking an unfortunate step, and 
I am in full agreement with the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
county council is the body that will have 
the power of making these appointments 
and the Local Government Board will 
only have the power of a veto over the 
action of the county council. The mere 
fact that such a power is in existence will 
have an effect on the county councils, 
and will prevent them appointing men 
whom they ought not to appoint or dis- 
missing men whom they ought not to 
dismiss. It will scarcely ever be neces- 
sary to exercise such a veto; but, as the 
fact that it is possessed by the Local 
Government Board will have a beneficial 
influence, I am prepared to do away with 
it. I do not think the powers possessed 
by the Local Government Board are too 
great. If a county surveyor were to con- 
duct himself towards the county council 
in opposition to their wishes, I really 
think honourable Members should give 
the Local Government Board credit for 
exercising a certain amount of discretion 
and common sense in carrying out their 
duties. I cannot, therefore, accept this 
Amendment. 


Question put. 


Amendment negatived without a Divi- 
sion. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 30, line 43, leave out, ‘or.’” 


“Page 30, line 43, after ‘ altered,’ insert, ‘ or 
withheld.” ”"—(Mr. W. 2. 7. Sharpe.) 


*Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.): I 
think that no salary ought to be 
altered or withheld without reference to 


the court of appeal, that is the Local 
Government Board. I think, when you 


consider the class of officers they are, 
their stability and dignity should be 
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maintained, and no better way can be 
provided than by enacting that 
no interference with the emoluments, 
whether it be in the nature of 
fixing or withholding salaries, shall be 
allowed without the sanction of the 
Local Government Board. I, therefore, 
beg leave to move this Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: These 
words are absolutely unnecessary. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 31, line 14, leave out from ‘council,’ 
to ‘all,’ in line 15, and insert— 


“So far as respects rural districts, and to the 
clerk of the council of every county borough 
and urban county district, so far as respects 
that borough or district..—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment 
Division. 


agreed to, without a 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 31, line 10, at end, insert — 

“And such secretary or town clerk shall 
receive such additional remuneration in respect 
of the increase of his duties by reason of the 
transfer in this sub-section mentioned as the 
Local Government Board may sanction, such 
increase not to be less in amount than the 
amount which would have been receivable by 
such clerk of the union if such transfer of 
powers and duties had not been made.”—/( Mr. 
M. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: The Act imposes 
a great deal of abstract duties 
upon the town clerk. He must 
make a return if called upon to do it, 
and he has various other duties placed 
upon him. My own view is that he should 
have extra remuneration for voters’ 
lists. There is a special payment for 
juries and voters’ lists, which the clerk 
of the union gets, and in the Acts 
relating to juries and voters there are 
provisions for so much per name on the 
lists. I have not studied them myself, 
but I apprehend that it is intended that 
remuneration in this respect should be 
given to the clerk and the secretary 
to the grand jury under the Bill. But, 
at any rate, the town clerks will not like 
these extra duties cast upon them with- 
out any provision being made for pay- 
ment. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: This does not relate 
to existing officers. 


Mr. M. HEALY: If that is so, I beg 
leave to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 31, line 21, leave out ‘Lord Lieu- 
tenant,’ and insert, ‘Local Government 
Beard.’”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The clause reads 
that an officer— 


“Shall not be appointed or removed, nor 
shall his salagy be fixed or altered, without 
the concurrence of the Local Government 
Board.” 


As that is drawn it would include assis- 
tant surveyors, because assistant sur- 
veyors are mentioned in line 24 of the 
clause, and therefore I do not see where 
the Lord Lieutenant is to provide for the 
additional qualification for the assistant 
county surveyor when it is the Local 
Government Board, apparently, which is 
to provide in future for the qualification 
as in line 1, page 31, of the Act. Ob- 
serve its absurdity. You provide by line 
24 that the county council 


“May appoint such assistant surveyors and 
such further officers as they think necessary.” 


In sub-section 4 of the same clause, the 
Local Government Board insist that 
these officers 


“Shall have such qualifications as may be 
prescribed ” ; 


and then sub-clause 8 goes on to say— 


“That the Lord Lieutenant may, if he 
thinks fit, direct the assistant surveyors to be 
examined and their qualifications certified by 
the persons who examine.” 


After an explanation from Mr. 
Greratp Batrour, the Amendment, by 
leave, was withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 31, line 31, after ‘borough,’ insert— 


_“*And the amount of any such superannua- 
tion shall be paid as expenses of the county or 
district council.’ ” 

“Page 31, line 31, at end, insert, as a new 
sub-section— 


_“*The law relating to the treasurers of coun- 
ties and this section shall apply to the county 
of Dublin in like manner as to any other 
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“Page 31, line 31, at end, insert, as a new 
sub-section— 

“*Where a county surveyor, or any resident 
medical superintendent, or assistant medica] 
officer of a lunatic asylum, is appointed by a 
county council after the passing of this Act, 
and at the time of such appointment held a 
like office in another county or lunatic asylum, 
he shall, upon ceasing to hold office, be entitled, 
for the purpose of enactments relating to super- 
annuation, to reckon any previous service as 
county surveyor or as officer of a lunatic 
asylum which he might have reckoned if his 
service had been under the appointing council 
or committee.’”—({Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


*Smr T. LEA: I beg to move the inser- 
tion of the words “or assistant county 
surveyor.” after the word “surveyor” in 
the first line of the new sub-section. I think 
a good many grand juries and the new 
county councillors in Ireland would wish 
to see some of these gentlemen superan- 
nuated. It may very naturally happen that 
some councils will perhaps want to 
abolish some of these officials or compel 
them to remain on under different terms. 
My proposal would allow a far better 
arrangement, but we shall not be able 
to improve it unless a certain number of 
other officials are superannuated and 
the benefit is extended to the assis 
tant county surveyors. As it stands it 
is very unsatisfactory, and I think the 
right honourable Gentleman might in- 
clude these words in the new sub-section. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


accept those words. 


Mr. M. 
reads— 


I cannot 


HEALY: Subsection 10 


“The enactments relating to the super 
annuation of officers of boards of guardians 
shall, with the necessary modifications, apply 
to officers of county and rural district coun- 
cils other than the county surveyor, and any 
officer of a county borough.” 


Does that not entitle him to superannua 
tion on the same terms? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman also consider the 
point which my honourable Friend the 
Member for St. Stephen’s Green Division 
of Dublin raised, that of two officers, 
one in the county of Cork and the other 
an officer in the county of Dublin. I 
think the assistant secretaries to the 
grand juries in both these cases should 
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be included as is the case with the secre- 
tary. I think it only fair that these two 
officers should have the protection 
which this clause gives to the others. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: I hope the Chief 
Seeretary will carefully consider this 
matter, and not listen to this proposal 
at all, for it would only make them dis- 
contented and increase the taxation of 
the country. The Chief Secretary could 
not do a worse thing than at the 
beginning of local government in [re 
land to open up new avenues of expendi- 
ture and extravagance, and I hope he 
will not yield to the proposal of the 
honourable Baronet, for it will only be 
met with new proposals on the way, and 
the Bill would become nothing but a 
burden to the ratepayers. 


*Srm T. LEA: After what has been 
said I beg leave to withdraw my amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): Sup- 
posing one of these officers got promo- 
tion, would the right honourable Gentle- 
man cut him out! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, I 
think I should. 


Mr. JORDAN: The right honour- 
able Gentleman takes power under this 
clause of permitting county surveyors 
and other officers to reckon their time 
served in another county as having been 
served in the county to which they are 
transferred. Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman tell me for my informa- 
tion how the two counties will settle the 
superannuation allowance. Will it be 
shared in proportion to the time served 
in each county, and will each county 
pay a proportionate share of the remu- 
neration. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No. The 
superannuation will be charged to the 
county to which the officer is trans- 
ferred, and that county takes the risk, 
and it will be considered by the county 
at the time of appointment. 


Mr. M. HEALY: The transfer of 


officials is a very common thing you will 
As a rule there is a system of 


find out. 
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apportionment adopted in England, and 
really I think the effect of the right 
honourable Gentleman’s Amendment will 
be this, that it will prevent any county 
council from giving the appointment to 
a properly qualified surveyor. 


Question put. 


Amendment without a 


Division. 


negatived 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 4, after ‘asylum,’ insert ‘or is trans- 
ferred to a county council by this Act.’”—/( Mr. 
J. a. M. Campbell.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: On a point of 
order, Mr. Lowther, may I submit that 
the Amendment is more relevant to the 
section dealing with existing officers. 
It relates to an officer transferable under 
this Act, and is therefore an existing 
officer. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: I submit, 
Mr. Lowther, that it is perfectly relevant 
to the Amendment of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary. It 
deals with the county surveyor, who is 
transferred to a fresh county. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: I think the contention of the 
honourable Member for Cork is right. 
I do not think this Amendment is in 
order on this clause. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: It does not 
appear to me if it is not in order here 
that it can be in order later on. 


Tne CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS: I think it would be best to 
raise the question in a separate clause. 


Question put. 


New sub-section agreed to without a 
Division. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 31, line 33, after ‘ officers,’ should be 
added— 

“Or the powers conferred by any unrepealed 
Act on the Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council 
or any other Government department in rela- 
tion to officers.”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


S 2 










455 
Mr. DILLON: What are the powers? 


Mr. M. HEALY: The objection to this 
Amendment is that there is no schedule 
of repeals. 


Mr. DILLON: I do not think it is a 
right thing to bring in an Amendment 
of an entirely new character like this. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If there is 


any suspicion about it I will give it up. 


Local Government 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put— 


“ That 
the Bill. 


Mr. M. HEALY said he might just 
point out that under the new sub-section 
there was no power to appoint more than 
one county surveyor. The section under 
which it was possible to have more was 
repealed by the Act. With regard to 
Cork, one county surveyor was not suffi- 
cient, having regard to the large amount 
of work he had to do, and there was no 
doubt that the limitation of the power 
of the county council to appoint only one 
surveyor was, in his opinion, a great 
defect. 


clause 55 as amended stand part of 


Clause agreed to. 


Ciavse 56. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 31, line 37, after ‘officer,’ insert 
‘who may be resident or non-resident.’ ”—/ Mr. 
Power.) 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
the idea prevailed 
of Ireland that the assistant medical 
officer was to be a resident. He did not 
know whether that was the idea of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary, but the idea certainly pre- 
vailed that it was necessary that he 
should be a resident. In the case of 
Waterford there was a resident physician 
and a visiting physician, and an apothe- 
cary, who was also a qualified man. The 
board of guardians there were of opinion 
that it was quite necessary that the rate- 
payers should pay the additional expense. 


said 


in many parts 
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The board of guardians was the best 
ever created, and though the ratepayers. 
might think them somewhat extravagant 
he (Mr. Power) was very glad they spent 
their money in the way they did, because 
their first duty was to the poor. - He did 
not grumble at the expense, but they 
said it was an absolutely necessary ex- 
pense, and if that applied to a large dis- 
trict like Waterford, necessarily it would 
apply to many other county asylums in 
Ireland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do think 
in the case of a single medical man that 
he should be resident, but this is a matter 
which might be left out really, because 
the question has been decided by the 
Privy Council, but section 9 provides 
for it. 

Mr. POWER: Does the right honour- 
able Gentleman intend to convey the fact 
that there ought to be two resident 
medical men at asylums? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 1 
is quite necessary that there should be a 
resident medical man as well as an 
assistant. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 32, lines 41 and 42, leave out ‘legally 
qualitied,’ and insert ‘registered.’”—(Sir IW. 
Foster.) 

*Sir W. FOSTER: I beg to move this 
Amendment. I quite admit that the 
words “legally qualified” carry all that 
is necessary, but I think it would be 
better in an Act of Parliament to take 
out “legally qualified” and substitute 
“registered,” because, although a man 
may be legally qualified, it is possible 
that he may not be registered under the 
Medical Act. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
objection to this Amendment, the honour- 
able Member being an authority upon 
these matters. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 31, line 43, leave out ‘had experien:e 
in the treatment of the insane,’ and insert— 


“Served for not less than five years as @ 
medical officer or assistant medical officer 1 
asylum for the treatment of the insane. ”’—( Sir 
W. Foster.) 
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*Sm W. FOSTER: I move this Amend- 

ment because I consider it desirable that 
medical officers appointed to superin- 
tend asylums should have some experi- 
ence in the treatment of the insane, 
and that they should obtain that experi- 
ence in such an asylum as that to 
which they may be appointed. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: This is, perhaps, 
the greatest slur that anybody could 
possibly place upon the medical profes- 
sion. As I understand, if a man is 
qualified in the art and science of medi- 
cine he is qualified to minister to the 
cure of sickness and disease, and now 
the honourable Gentleman, himself a 
leader in the medical profession, sug- 
gests that the diploma which medical 
men get upon their qualifying is 
actually insufficient to qualify them to 
take charge of the insane. That should 
surely be a question for the Medical 
Board. This proposal is a mere dodge 
to leave these appointments in the 
hands of the Lord Lieutenant. We 
have had too much of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant in this Bill. 
rated with the Lord Lieutenant. We 
are sick of both him and the Local 
Government Board. <A doctor, when he 
has obtained his diploma, is qualified to 
kill or cure, and ordinary human sub- 
jects have to submit to him either him- 
self, or his blessed child, or his wife. 
Why are the insane to have a protec- 
tion which is refused to the sane? Ac- 
cording to this Amendment, he is to be 
provided with a doctor of no less than 
five years’ experience, but a sane man is 
to be at the mercy of a Mr. Sawbones, a 
Mr. Ben Allen, or a Mr. Tom Sawyer, 
who has only been qualified a year. 
This is an Amendment which has not 
emanated from the right honourable 
Gentleman who moved it. It has 
emanated from a number of interested 
parties, who have been putting upon us 
the pressure to which we have been 
subjected by a number of the Govern- 
ment supporters. I took an _ early 
stand against the pressure. I say I 
want this Bill to pass in such a way 
that no officer or man _ employed 
under it shall have a single complaint. 
This is another proposal to prevent 
Catholic emancipation. That is the 
sole object and intent of the Amendment. 
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The right honourable Gentleman is 
quite innocent of any such intention, I 
know, but there are a number of young 
cormorants who get their appointments 
by backstairs influence, and not because 
of their knowledge of the treatment of 
the insane. They know no more about 
the treatment of ths insane than I do, 
but having got in by backstairs Castle 
influence, they want practically to he 
ahead of everybody else; in other 
words, no Catholic should have any 
appointment in these lunatic asylums 
until these gentleman have been pro- 
vided for. Dublin Castle encourages these 
lunatic asylums in appointing nobody 
but those who are not Catholics. The 
result is that the whole of these institu- 
tions are practically nests of Orange 
jobbery. I strongly oppose. 


*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) said 
the Amendment was in full accordance 
with the general opinion of the medical 
profession in Dublin. The science of 
attending to the insane was a special 
science, and those who went in for it 
were obliged to give up all other practice 
and devote themselves entirely to it. 
The present system was that the super- 
intendents were invariably chosen out of 
those who had long practical experience 
in the asylums. This was the system the 


Amendment desired to continue. It had 
nothing to do with religion; it had 


simply to do with the science which dealt 
with insanity, which was exceedingly 
difficult and exceedingly delicate, and 
concerning which a vast amount had 
been learned of late years. Nothing 
could be more dangerous than that in a 
country where lunacy was unfortunately 
increasing the treatment of lunatics 
should be thrown into the hands of 
people who had only a very perfunctory 
knowledge of the subject. 


Mr. DILLON said he could not 
support the Amendment, not on the 
ground stated by the honourable Member 
for North Louth, but because he objected 
to placing any restriction on the powers 
of the county councils as to the appoint- 
ment of officers. On that account alone 
he was opposed to any and every Amend- 
ment or provision in the Bill restricting 
the choice of county councils. When he 
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came to the question of the principle 
involved in the Amendment, he confessed 
he found himself totally at variance with 
the speech of the honourable Member for 
North Louth. The honourable Member 
was a very great authority on the law, 
and on matters of law, and he was always 
prepared to submit to the honourable 
Member’s opinion; but with all due 
respect he ventured to say that his 
references to the medical profession, to 
which he (Mr. Dillon) had the privilege 
of belonging, simply showed that he knew 
nothing about the subject, especially 
when he declared that a man who had 
passed a medical examination to qualify 
him to practise as a surgeon or medical 
officer was, therefore, qualified to treat 
the insane. That only showed that he 
never passed a medical examination him- 
self. As a matter of fact, the treatment 
of the insane was a special branch of 
medical science, and to place a man in 
charge of an insane asylum who had no 
previous special training in that branch 
of the profession was, he did not hesitate 
to say, a crime against the people in that 
asylum. Certainly no county council 
in Ireland which had any sense of duty 
would dream of appointing a man to take 
charge or to be an assistant medical 
officer in a lunatic asylum who had not 
had a long and considerable training. 
Five years ought to be the limit of train- 
ing for a man who would take full charge 
of a lunatic asylum, apart from any 
preliminary training. Any man who 
had had any responsibility in the 
conduct of these asylums would bear 
out what he had ventured to say. 
The curious thing was that only 
two or three lines down he found an 
Amendment which went further than the 
Amendment now proposed. The honour- 
able Member for Derry proposed that a 
candidate for the post of medical officer 
in an asylum should have seven years’ 
experience in the treatment of the insane. 
He proposed to leave out words, and 
insert, “seven years as assistant medical 
officer in an asylum.” He (Mr. Dillon) 


should not dream of voting for 
any candidate who had not had 
considerable experience in the treat- 
ment of the insane. But the 


present proposal had to do with the 
tieing of the hands of the members of 
the county council. Not only did he 


Mr. Dillon. 
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object to the Amendment, but he desired 
to point out that, as the clause stood at 
present, the Local Government Board 
had absolute power, and if the Bill only 
remained in its present shape there was 
nothing to prevent the Local Govern- 
ment Board issuing a memorandum to 
the effect that they would not sanction 
the appointment of any officer who had 
not had seven years’ experience in some 
asylum. Therefore, as the clause stood, 
the Amendment was unnecessary ; even 
if it was necessary, the Local Government 
Board had the power to make it a ques- 
tion of practice. On the grounds he had 
stated he objected to the Amendment, 
but he also objected to the clause as it 
stood. Although it might produce some 
slight abuse at the beginning, the proper 
policy was to throw the responsibility for 
the appointments on the local bodies, 
and trust that placing that responsibility 
upon them would lead to a generous 
rivalry as to who should get the most 
competent men for the posts. The other 
day he read from the Report of the 
Lunacy Committee of Inquiry a passage 
dealing with the subject, in which it was 
declared that, after investirating the 
results in the English asylums, they had 
arrived at the conclusion that the best 
way to secure the most competent officers 
for these asylums was to give the local 
bodies full liberty, and fix upon them 
the full responsibility. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he could 
not see himself that the mere fact that 
certain trusts were reposed in these local 
bodies was a justification of what had 
been suggested. He could not think that 
the clause ought to lead to the conclusion 
that no restriction should be placed upon 
them in their choice of skilled candidates. 
If the principle proposed had _ been 
carried out they might as well do away 
with all Civil Service examinations. 
He could only say that the Government 
were willing to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY wished to insert in 
the Amendment, “ being Protestants,” for 
he held that the Amendment was moved 
in the interests of the Protestant mino- 
rity, and that it should be so stated. It 
was not the experience of the medical 
officer that they wanted, but his Pro- 
testantism. 























461 Local Government 


Toe CHAIRMAN said he could not 
accept such an Amendment. 


Mr. W. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
agreed in the view that the medical 
offers of lunatic asylums required 
to have special aptitude and train- 
ing in order that they may carry out the 
work with which they were entrusted. 
And, further, he knew that in some cases 
there was a certain amount of adminis- 
trative experience required on the part of 
the medical officers. But he entirely dis- 
approved of the suggestion of the honour- 
able and learned Member for North 
Louth, for, in his opinion, what they 
wanted in a Government Bill was an indi- 
cation that they were not going to work 
on any sectarian issue, but in the inte 
rests of the country at large. 


*Sir W. FOSTER said he could have 
no sympathy with any attempt to limit 
the appointments to any particular class, 
and should be sorry if his Amendment 
should lead to jobbery. He had pro- 
posed it with the view of getting efficient 
officers, and he did not, therefore, wish 
the choice to be limited only to men 
serving in Irish asylums. The honour- 
able and learned Member for Louth was 
quite wrong when he said they ought 
not in any case to require anything but 
a medical diploma, or certificate for com- 
petency. A medical diploma alone was 
not sufficient qualification for the post of 
superintendent. Experience was neces- 
sary. His Amendment referred, not 
to junior officers, but to men who would 
be placed in the very responsible position 
of having several hundreds of lunatics 
under their charge, amounting to what 
might be called a large colony. He made 
the proposal not only in the interest of 
the county council, but still more in the 
interests of the unfortunate persons of 
whom these officers would have charge. 
It was in that spirit that he had moved 
the Amendment, and he was sorry that 
the honourable and learned Member for 
Louth should have imported any other 
element. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that, as che 
henourable Member had declared that a 
medical diploma was not sufficient to 
qualify for these appointments, he must 
point out that the Government them- 
selves had appointed as an inspector of 
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lunatic asylums a medical officer who 
had never been inside a lunatic asylum 
until he got his appointment from the 
Lord Lieutenant. One of their existing 
lunacy great guns never had his foot 
inside a lunatic asylum until he got the 
job from Dublin Castle. He ventured to 
say, from his experience of the adminis- 
tration of lunatic asylums in Ireland, that 
an entire sweeping away of the whole sys- 
tem of lunatic asylums’ management was 
necessary. He quite agreed with the 
honourable Member for Mayo, that lay- 
men were not entitled to speak upon 
medical questions with the same assur- 
ance as ihose who had had a medical 
training; but on this question of lunacy 
he was not aware that any one of them 
was more equipped than another. If, 
however, the honourable Member for 
Mayo desired to claim a special pre-emi 
nence in that regard, he should be very 
glad to admit it. 


Amendment put and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed—— 


“Page 32, line 4, after ‘The Pauper Lunatic 
Asylums (Ireland) (Superannuation) Act, 1890, 
shall apply to every officer appointed under 
this section,’ to insert — 

“With the modification that any officer or 
servant who has been an officer or servant in 
any asylum for not less than twenty years, and 
is not less than fifty years of age, or who in 
the discharge of his or her duty becomes perma- 
nently incapable of executing the office in 
person from sickness or infirmity of mind or 
body, shall be entitled to an annuity in the 
way of superannuation amounting to two- 
thirds of the annual salary and two-thirds of 
the annual value of the lodgings, rations, and 
other allowances payable to or enjoyed by the 
person superannuated at the time of his or her 
retirement, and the said Act shall~be deemed 
to be amended accordingly.”"—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. CLANCY : I confess that my chief 
object in moving this Amendment is to 
safeguard the ordinarv asylums’ atten- 
dants, on whose behaif I think a special 
case could be made out for compulsory 
superannuation. Their position is in 
some respects exceptional, and I think 
the Committee will be surprised to hear 
that their average number of hours of 
work each day amount to the extraor- 
dinary number of 15, without excluding 
Saturday or Sunday. This alone, I 
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think, should constitute a claim for the 
consideration of the Government, but 
they have a further claim to attention, 
in respect to the peculiar nature of their 
employment, which is one of constant 

watchfulness and worry, and often in- 
volves even danger of physical injury. 
I might also say that there is a dauger 
of mental injury, and cases have occurred 
in which men, in the discharge of their 
duties as asylum attendants, have received 
blows on the head, and have suffered 
so much in consequence that they have 
been obliged to resign their positions 
long before they qualified for pensions, 
and some of them have eventually be- 
come insane. This question was investi- 
gated by a Committee of the House 
of Commons several years ago, and the 
Committee’s Report, which, I think, was 
unanimous, was to the effect that the 
conditions of service as regards these 
particular officers are quite exceptional 
in character, and that a special measure 
oi relief ought to be afforded them at 
the first opportunity. Since then no 
effort has been made by any Government 
to improve the lot of these servants. A 
proof that their position is really one 
which a man does not care to have if 
he can get any other employment is 
afforded by the fact that not five per cent 
of those who have been acting as atten- 
dants in lunatic asylums have remained 
long enough to qualify for a pension 
under the present law. I may refer to a 
case of recent occurrence in which several 
attendants left in a body long before the 
time at which they would have qualified 
for a pension. In addition to all this, the 
salaries of these men and women are 
very small. I mention that fact to show 
that there is really no great danger of any 
unusual burden being thrown upon thi 
rates by making superannuation in these 
cases compulsory. A Lunacy Bill was 
introduced into the House of Lords on 
March 25 of this year by the present 
Government, and one clause of that Bill, 
the 20th, was to the effect that— 
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“Tt shall be the duty of the Visiting Com- 
mittee of every asylum to grant a superannua- 
tion allowance to their officers and servants 
under section 180 of the principal Act, and the 
allowances to be granted to officers or ser- 
vants under that section shall not be less than 
would be granted if he were an officer or 
servant to whom the Superannuation Act of 
1896 applies.” 


Mr. Clancy. 
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That clause was introduced on the au- 
thority of the present Government in 
the House of Lords. It recognises the 
principle of compulsory superannuation, 
and if the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland objects 
to the form in which I wish him to have 
this clause, I shall be glad to have his 
ideas on the subject. But I put forward 
this clause confidently, hoping that the 
Government will not reject the idea 
of giving effect to this principle, con- 
sidering that they have embodied it in a 
Bill of their own introduced this year 

and also in the hope that the Irish Mem- 
bers who have so often defended the 
interests of the Irish ratepayers will 
make an exception in the case of these 
servants in lunatic asylums. The case 
is really a strong one, the class affected 
by it is a comparatively small one, and 
the conditions of their services are very 
peculiar, and I do not think that any con- 
siderable burden will be thrown upon the 
rates by ensuring to these asylum atten- 
dants the certainty that, after spending a 
certain number of years in this service, 
they will not go without some provision 
for their old age. The terms I propose 
are that they should have spent twenty 
years in a lunatic asylum, and that they 
should be fifty years of age. Of course, 
if a man is injured in the discharge cf 
his duty I think he ought to be en- 
titled to the same superannuation as if 
he had qualified by service. I think that 
anyone who calmly and_ impartially 
examines this question will say that a 
person whe has spent twenty years in 
such service as I have described ought 
not, in the public interest, to be allowed 
to discharge his duties any longer, but 
ought to be superannuated. ; 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR 
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This is 
the first of a good many Amendments 
of a similar kind, all having for 


their object a radical change in the 
superannuation laws, substituting com- 
pulsory superannuation for 
superannuation, and not merely for 
special cases, but generally. It will, per- 
haps, be for the convenience of the Com- 
mittee if I were to state, at the very out- 
set, what course the Government propose 
to adopt with regard to these Amend- 
ments. We cannot load this Bill with a 
variety of fundamental alterations of the 
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existing superannuation law. I do not 
go into the question of whether the rea- 
sons adduced in favour of this proposal 
by the honourable Member who has 
moved this Amendment are good or bad, 
but I refuse to accept it on the grounds 
I have mentioned. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: I am. afraid 
that the honourable Member for Dub- 
lin county has exaggerated the con- 
ditions of employment in these asylums. 
Near my _ residence we have one 
of the largest asylums in _ Ireland, 
and I know that when a _ vacancy 
occurs on the staff of that institution the 
managers are besieged with applications 
for the situation. The statements of the 
honourable Member are, no doubt, made 
in good faith, but they are not in accord- 
ance with what I know to be the practice 
in the institution to which I have 
referred. 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): I 
do not think it can be denied that 
the attendants in these asylums perform 
very arduous and very responsible duties, 
and that they are not as well treated as 
they should be. I do not know what the 
general feeling on this subject may be, 
but I know that in my district there is 
a very strong feeling that the men in 
these asylums are not fairly treated. I 
think, therefore, that if the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
is not prepared to accept the Amendment 
of the honourable Member for Dublin 
county, he might give some expression of 
opinion upon the subject. This is a ques- 
tion which creates a good deal of interest 
in different parts of Ireland, and I believe 
that the Irish people generally would be 
much pleased if some improvement were 
made in the position of these men. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: I should not 
have trespassed upon the time of 
the House if it had not been for the 


remarks of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 
I should like the right honourable 
Gentleman to understand that there is 
a considerable feeling amongst Irish 
Members in favour of providing super- 
annuation allowances for these asylum 
attendants. Having had something to 
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do with the carrying threugh of the 
Superannuation Biil of 1890 I should like 
to see it further extended, and I trust the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary will be inclined to give a 
favourable hearing to this Amendment. 


Mr. DALY: I am _ pleased to 
gather from the statement of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland that he is not going to 
crant superannuation in these cases, 
because I think the right honourable 
Geutleman will have the support of the 
majority of Members from Ireland in the 
attitude he has taken up. One of the 
arguments used by the honourable Mem- 
ber for North Dublin was that a Seper- 
annuation Bill had been introduced :n 
the House of Lords, but that is 
an argument I should scarcely have 
expected the honourable Member to use. 
[ hope, Sir, the right honourable Gentle 
man will consider the matter carefully 
before he imposes this additional burden 
upon the ratepayers of Ireland. In fact, 
the entire grant will be absorbed if we 
are called upon to give superannuation 
allowances to all the officers. As far as 
I am concerned I am opposed to the 
Amendment, and I am surprised at any 
honourable Member representing an agri- 
cultural constituency bringing it forward. 


Mr. W. FIELD: I regard the posi- 
tion of these attendants at lunatic 
asylums as one which demands 
attention. I know, as a matter of fact, a 
case in which attendants have been 
obliged to form a trades union to protect 
themselves ; and I say, as one who is ac- 
quainted with the labour question, it is 
a scandal—and nothing short of it—that 
men should be obliged to work from 
12 to 15 hours a day amongst lunatics. 
It is not many months since I received 
a deputation from a staff of attendants, 
and I venture to assert that their hours 
ought to be decreased, and their re- 
muneration increased. 





Mr. TULLY: I am _ prepared to 
admit that the duties of attendants 
are arduous, and their hours too long; 
but I think we ought to consider, 
not the poor officials only, but the poor 
ratepayers. The farmer, the shopkeeper, 
and the professional man, in a great 
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many cases, work harder than some of 
the officials, though no pensions are 
provided by Act of Parliament for them. 
It is one of the scandals of Ireland that 
we have too many pensioners. Take the 
case of the Royal Irish Constabulary. 
The force consists of only 10,000 men, 
and there are 6,000 pensioners. If these 
proposals for superannuation are accepted 
by the Government, the scandal which 
has taken place in the case of the police 
will be repeated in the case of the 
asylums, the workhouses, and other insti- 
tutions, and I for one therefore resist 


the Amendment. 


Mr. CREAN : I think something should 
be done in regard to those cases in which 
attendants have seen excellent service 
in an institution and have broken down 
in consequence of the work. Unless a 
person is brought into direct contact 
with these people he is really incapable 
of judging the merits of a particular 
case. They are frequently on duty for 
16, 17, and even 24 hours at a stretch, 
and therefore, so far as the Amendment 
deals with 15 years’ service, I am pre- 
pared to support it. But there is one por- 
tion of it which I cannot support, and it 
is that portion which gives superannua- 
tion to a person breaking down, say, 
after a couple of years’ service in the 
same way as it would be given to a 
person after serving 20 years. If an 
Amendment is introduced limiting the 
length of time to 10 years, I would 
certainly be in favour of it. Often, after 
12 months’ service, an attendant is inca- 
pable of continuing in the service, and 
the Amendment would therefore put us 
in a rather awkward position, because 
in a very short time we should have a 
large number of pensioners. In many 
instances the terms of service are very 
short. In one asylum more than half 
the attendants have not had more than 
five years’ experience. In the course of 
two or three years many of them go 
away. It would, therefore, be impossible 
for the Government to accept this 
Amendment as it is now on the Paper. 


Mr. JORDAN: So far as I am 
concerned, I cannot see why these 
officers should be put in a better position 
under this Bill than they have been up 
Mr. Tully. 














to the present time. If they have had 
very small salaries, why not give them 
better salaries in the future? It would 
appear, however, that there is a con- 
siderable number of candidates com- 
peting for appointments at any time a 
vacancy occurs. I have no feeling 
against this class of public servants more 
than I have against other classes, but if 
you let in the thin end of the wedge in 
the case of one class, there will be no 
end to the claims for similar 
allowances from other classes. So 
far as I am concerned, therefore, I 
shall certainly vote against the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. CLANCY: I intend to go to a 
Divisfon on the question. I will not 
make any reply to the speeches of the 
honourable Members on this side of the 
House further than to say that I think 
any fear that the House may entertain 
as to extravagance resulting from this 
Bill in Ireland may be banished. My 
opinion is that this Bill will be found 
to work in an economical manner. The 
case of the asylum attendants is one in 
favour of which something exceptional 
may be said. I must say that it augurs 
an extraordinary state of mind when we 
are told that we ought not to take into 
account special circumstances when they 
arise, simply because there is a fear of 
the thin end of the wedge. I think the 
case of the asylum attendants is a piti- 
able case. In the interests of common 
humanity, in the interests of the public 
service, and in the interests of common 
justice, this Amendment ought to be 
accepted. But if the honourable Member 
for Queen’s County (Mr. Crean) thinks 
the Amendment goes too far, and has 
any intention of proposing an Amend- 
ment which will meet with the satisfac- 
tion of those officers, he will not find me 
in opposition to him. 


Question put— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 35; 
Noes 234.—(Division List No. 117.) 
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Bainbridge, Emerson 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh.) 
Crean, Eugene 

Dane, Richard M. 

Doughty, George 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale | 


Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) 


Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt. Hn. Sir M. H.(Brist’!) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Billson, Alfred 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (Lancs, N.) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collery, Bernard 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colville, John 

Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
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AYES. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John G. Swift 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Price, Robert John 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


NOES. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas Pennant, Hon. E. S§. 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Ha S. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John FE. 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
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Redmond, William (Clare) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. Jas. 
Shee, James John 

Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Clancy and Mr. Patrick 
O Brien. 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson,Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenyon, James 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Legh, Hon. Thos. W. (Lancs) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. E. 
Maclure, Sir John W. 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, H. L. B. (Cambs) 
McCalmont, Col. J. (Ant’m,E.) 
McCartan, Michael 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
McKenna, Reginald 
McKillop, James 

Maden, John Henry 
Mandeville, J. Francis 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Milbank, Powlett Charles J. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
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Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Newark, Viscount 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 


Local Government 


{COMMONS} 


Russell, 'T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renf.) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarksh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stevenson, Francis §. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’dUny) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
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Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Waring, Col. Thomas 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams J. Carvell (Notts) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (Hud’ld) 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Baron F. J. de 

Russell, Gen. F. S. (Chelt’m) 





| Tully, Jasper 


Amendment proposed— 


Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest Sir 


Valentia, Viscount 


“Page 32, line 6, after ‘aforesaid’ insert | 


‘and with the substitution of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant for the Local Government Board.’ ”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it fair that the | 
Government at this time of the day— | 


the 23rd of May—should presume to take 


the power out of the hands of the Local | 


Government Board and substitute the 
Lord Lieutenant? And that Amendment, 
Mr. Lowther, appears to have been put 
down for the first time this morning. 


The right honourable Gentleman is slip- | 
ping in Amendments making the Bill | 


worse than it is. As I pointed out to 


the right honourable Gentleman, there: 


is no such thing as the Lord Lieutenant— 
there are simply two or three gentlemen 
in Dublin Castle who call themselves the 
Lord Lieutenant, and whom we have prac- 
tically no power to discharge, and now, 
forsooth, the suggestion is that an officer 
is not to be dismissed without their con- 
sent. I must say that if any Member 
proposes to take a division on this 
Amendment I shall cordially support him. 


Since we have shown a desire to get the | 


Bill through, the Government seems to 
be endeavouring bit by bit to make the 
Bill worse than it is. 

Amendment agreed to without a 
Division. 
Clause 56, as amended, agreed to. 





| 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Cuause 57. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 32, line 14, leave out ‘clerk of the 
Union’ and insert ‘executive authority.’”— 
(Mr. J. H. M. Campbell.) 

Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL said if the 
duties were to be transferred from the 
union to the district council] it was only 
right that they should take with them 
the officer who had been for many years 
discharging those duties; and if the 
Amendment was carried the result would 
be that in every county, and in every 
union in Ireland, with two exceptions, 
the clerk of the union would become the 
clerk of the district council, while in 
Antrim and Cork, the two exceptions, 
the assistant clerk, who had also been the 
sanitary officer, would become the clerk 
of the district council. He thought, 
therefore, it was an Amendment which 
did no harm, and certainly it prevented 
a very great injustice to assistant clerks 
in the two counties he had mentioned. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 32, line 14, after the first ‘clerk’ 


insert ‘and treasurer.””"—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 32, line 14, after the second ‘clerk’ 
insert ‘and treasurer..”—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 


four.) 
Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 32, line 17, after the first ‘clerk’ 
insert ‘or treasurer.””—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 


four.) 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 32, line 17, after the second ‘cierk’ 
insert ‘or treasurer, and in the case of a 
clerk.’ ”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Agreed to. 


Clause 57 added to the Bill. 


Cuause 58. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 32, line 33, after ‘cess’ insert ‘other 
than the chaplain and medical officer.’”»—( Mr. 
J. H. M. Camptell.) 


Me. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: This 
Amendment proposes to omit from the 
operation of this very drastic section the 
medical officer and the chaplain. Appa- 
rently the burden and scope of this 
section, which seems to be unnecessarily 
strong, and certainly could be used as an 
instrument for pressure and hardship 
against particular officers, is to place any 
officer, whether the county surveyor, 
the medical officer, or the chap- 
lain, who has omitted to perform any 
duty—to make any return, or to give 
any information, or to do anything what- 
soever that he is asked to do, in pur- 
suance oi the Act, or in pursuance of the 
orders oi the council—at the mercy of 
anyone who chooses to go to the petty 
sessions to take a summons out against 
him, and to recover a penalty of 40s. i 
think that is a very great indignity to 
put upon a professional man like 
the medical officer, or the chap- 
lain of a workhouse. I would sug- 
gest to the Government that they 
could hardly have intended that this 
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power should be entrusted to anyone to} Association, have been 
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be exercised in the way in which it would 
be exercised according to the terms of 
the section. The existing power which 
the Local Government Board have over 
medical officers is very wide. They can 
hold inquiries into any complaint which 
is made against them. They can punish 
them in a variety of ways. As far as I 
have been able to ascertain, although, 
of course, 1 may be wrong, there is no 
analogy to this section in the English 
Bill. The whole section seems to me to 
be much too severe and much too dras- 
tic, and certainly I would ask the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to accept my Amendment in so far 
as it would exclude from the operation of 
thia section men filling the highly re- 
sponsible position of medical officers or 
chaplains. 


Mr. TULLY: I think the Chief Secre- 
tary might reasonably exclude chaplairs 
from the order; otherwise I think it is 
one of the most useful clauses of the 
whole Bill. It is the only one which gives 
any protection to the boards and enables 
them to secure the performance of their 
respective duties by their officials. I 
know several cases where boards have 
been terribly hampered because the oft- 
cials have refused to obey the reasonable 
orders of the boards. I hope the Chief 
Secretary will adhere to the clause. 


*Mr. Serveant HEMPHILL: I have an 
Amendment to the same effect as the 
honourable and learned Member, and I 
cannot help thinking that this sub-section 
was not in the clause originally, because if 
you look at the section it does not seem 
at all to be apposite to the duties either 
oi chaplain or of medical officer. I quite 
agree with the last speaker that it is. 
quite right that, generally speaking, the 
officers of the county councils or of the 
district councils should be properly sub- 
jected to the drastic penalties of this 
section, but if an officer is required to 
perform any duty, make any return, 
give any information, or do any other 
thing, it appears to me to be very insult- 
ing to apply that to a chaplain or to a 
medical officer. I know as a matter of 
fact. that the medical profession in Ire- 
land, represented by the Irish Medical 
very much 
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insulted by its being supposed that if 
some official omitted to make a return 
within a given time, or omitted for some 
reason or other to perform some trifling 
service, he should be subjected to be 
prosecuted before the petty sessions, and 
subjected furthermore to a fine not exceed- 
ing 40s., or, in the case of a continuing 
offence, to a fine not exceeding 40s. a day 
during the continuance of the offence. 
Now, the unfortunate chaplain or the 
unfortunate medical officer might find 
himself fined to the extent of £100 for 
the most trifling thing. But I do not 
think the county councils would get any- 
one to undertake the office of chaplain 
or the office of medical officer if this 
clause were to remain as it now stands. 
For that reason, and at the instance of 
the Irish Medical Association, I have put 
down this Amendment, though I was an- 
ticipated by the honourable and learned 
Member for St. Stephen’s Green. I trust 
that the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary will accept it. 


Mr. DALY: The right honourable Gen- 
tleman who has just spoken says that 
he has moved his Amendment at the 
instigation of the Irish Medical Associa- 
tion. I put Amendments down at the 
instigation of nobody. If I put an 
Amendment on the Paper I put it down 
because I think it is right. 


*Mr. ServEAnt HEMPHILL: I have not 
such a good opinion of myself. 


Mr. DALY: I should be very sorry to 
say anything that would offend the right 
honourable Gentleman, but at the same 
time I think this is a very useful clause. 
Any person who does his duty need not 
fear it. I hope the right honourable 


Gentleman will stick to the clause, be 
cause, as I have said, I think it is one of 
the most useful clauses of the whole Bill. 


Mr. ATKINSON : This clause has been 
introduced mainly because all through 
the Bill several officers have been given 
duties to perform for bodies which neither 
appointed them nor were required to 
dismiss them. There need be no appre- 
hension that persons will not be ready to 
take up these duties. 

Mr. Serjeant Hemphill. 


{COMMONS} 








(Ireland) Bill. 476 


Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.}: 
It seems to me that this clause is of a 
very sweeping character. It puts extra- 
ordinary powers in the hands of the 
authorities. I observe that there is g 
penalty attached to any person who 
omits to perform any duty, make any 
return, give any information, or “do any 
other thing.” This reminds me of the 
Coercion Acts of former years. I do not 
understand the phrase “doing any other 
thing.” Where penalties are being im- 
posed we should have some more definite 
phraseology than that contained in this 
clause which is now before the House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think the 
Government are right in resisting the 
Amendment, but at the same time it 
seems to me to be a question whether 
the operation of the clause should not be 
confined to “wilful” neglect of duty. I 
am always interested to hear gentlemen 
say that a clause is a “good thing.” 
Nearly all the Acts that have been passed 
by this House have been “good things,” 
but when they come to be administered in 
Ireland they become very bad things. I 
will tell you what will happen under this 
clause. There will be a prosecution at 
petty sessions; if a man is “true blue” 
the magistrates will let him off; if he is 
not he will be convicted. Practically, 
therefore, the operation of this clause 
will depend solely upon the political colour 
of the bench of magistrates having the 
execution of the clause. We all know you 
can never get a conviction against any 
gentleman of a particular colour in Ire- 
land. I think it would be sufficient if 
the word “wilful” were inserted in the 
clause, but it is entirely too strong as it 
is. I move as an Amendment the sub- 
stitution of the word “ wilfully.” 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have no objection 
to insert the word “wilfully” before the 
word “fail” in the clause. 


Mr. CAMPBELL: Will the Attorney 
General for Ireland say what person or 
body is entitled to sue for the recovery 
of these penalties. I should like some 
information as to whether a similar pro- 
vision of this kind is inserted in the Eng- 
lish Act. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Anybody. 
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*Mr. Serszeant HEMPAILL: I confess 
that I am not at all satisfied with the 
Amendment of the honourable and 
learned Member for North Louth. My 
objection to this clause will not be met 
by merely inserting the word “ wilful.” 
The Attorney General seems to think that 
if a medical officer or a chaplain is 
ordered to do some duty, and he dis- 
regards that duty, there would be no 
means of enforcing the performance of 
the duty. I apprehend that, upon either 
the chaplain or the medical officer refus- 
ing to obey the reasonable directions of 
the council who appointed him, that 
council would be at liberty to dismiss 
him, and that that would be a better way 
of punishing him for that dereliction of 
duty than the very contumacious way of 
summoning him before the petty sessions. 
What is to prevent the county council dis- 
missing either the chaplain or the medi- 
cal officer who has refused to obey reason- 
able orders? I submit that there is 
nothing. 


The Amendment was negatived, and 
Mr. Heaty’s Amendment to _ insert 
“ wilfully’ before “fail” was agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To insert ‘the power of suing for the 
penalties to the county council or the Local 
Government Board.’”—(Dr. Clark.) 


Tus CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND: I cannot accept the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 58, as amended, agreed to. 


Cause 59. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 32, line 42, leave out sub-section 1.” 
(Sir C. Dilke.) 

*Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): The Amendment I rise to 
move—that sub-section 1 be omitted 
—is one of very considerable impor- 
tance, but there is no necessity I 
think for my troubling the Committee 
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with any long speech. This sub-section 
is one that disqualifies not only the clergy 
of the Disestablished Church and Roman 
Catholic priests, but also the “regular 
ministers of any religious denomination.” 
I very much doubt whether it is possible 
to define exactly what “regular minis 
ters” would be included under these 
words. I am told that in Ireland there 
are many of the Roman Catholic priests 
who would not themselves desire to be 
elected as members of these local govern- 
ing bodies ; but, however that may be, I 
object to the principle of this exclusion. 
My view, I am bound to say, is that in 
England the very best members that we 
have at the present time of boards of 
guardians and district councils, and in 
some cases county councils, are clergy- 
men, priests of the Roman Catholic 
Church, and ministers of Nonconformist 
bodies. I canspeak of them from a rather 
long experience of them as colleagues 
on different local governing bodies. My 
view is that all these exclusions by law 
are impossible to justify, and that, having 
given an extended franchise, the elec- 
torate should be trusted absolutely. 


Dr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): This sub- 
aection is clearly aimed at the priests of 
the Roman Catholic Church, although 
in terms it also excludes Noncon- 
formist ministers. The Nonconformist 
ministers of Ireland take less part in 
political matters than their colleagues 
in England do, but I fail to see why the 
same liberty should not be extended to 
Nonconformist ministers in Ireland as 
that which is enjoyed by their brethren 
in England and Scotland. The point, 
however, is that this sub-section could 
not possibly affect any large part of the 
Protestant clergymen in Ireland, and, 
therefore, it must be deliberately aimed 
at the Roman Catholic priests. Why, 
I ask, should you exclude from local 
government matters a particular body of 
men who can exercise an enormous in- 
fluence among the electors? If the clause 
were so drawn that it simply prohibited 
ministers of religion from any interven- 
tion whatever in elections, I could see 
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some reason in it; but it does not refer 
to that at all. It leaves them free to sup- 
port any candidate they like, but they 
must not themselves sit as county or 
district councillors. I agree with the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean that ministers of 
various denominations make excellent 
and useful members of the English 
bodies, and there is no reason to doubt 
that that would be the experience in Ire- 
land. It is very important that there 
should be nothing in this Act which will 
create friction, and I am convinced that 
nothing is better calculated to create fric- 
tion than this exclusion. For these 
reasons I support the Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON: The conduct of Roman 
Catholic priests at Parliamentary clec- 
tions is quite foreign to the issue we 
The whole question 
can 


have to deal with. 
is this—whether the Government 
justify their position in departing in an 
exceedingly important matter from the 
law of England. Had it been proposed in 
this House to apply this principle in an 
Act extending to the whole kingdom th» 
issue would have been still a debatabte 
issue ; but in this case the Government are 
departing from the principle of the Eng- 
lish Acts, and that departure involves 
an insult of the grossest character to 
the Irish people. On the First Reading of 
the Bill the Chief Secretary, in dealing 
vith this clause, said that he held the 
opinion that the election of ministers of 
religion to the county councils would not 
tend to economy of administration or the 
smooth working of the new bodies. That 
is the only justification that the Govern- 
ment have so far advanced for this sub- 
section. The Government apparently 
were under the impression, at least one 
so gathers from that statement, that 
this provision would be accepted, or at 
any rate tacitly acquiesced in, by the 
clergy in Ireland; but a fortnight or 
three weeks ago, at a meeting of the 
Standing Committee of the Catholic 
Bishops of Ireland, a resolution was 
passed protesting against the proposal, 
although the resolution was prefaced by 
the statement that it was not likely, se 
far as the committee could foresee, that 
clergymen would seek election on these 
bodies. My own view from the beginning 


Mr. Rentoul. 
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was that the priests of Ireland would 
not, to any great extent at all events, 
seek to be elected on these county 
and district councils. Undoubtedly they 
are very well qualified to look after tha 
interests of the poor, but I feel certain 
that they will not be anxious for election 
on the councils. When the Govern- 
ment, however, most unwisely, as I think, 
put the priests of Ireland into the same 
category as uncertificated bankrupts and 
men who have been sentenced for dis- 
graceful crimes, we feel bound to protest 
against such a slur being cast upon them. 
True, the provision applies to ministers 
of all religious denominations, but I 
agree with the honourable and learned 
Member who has just sat down that the 
sub-section is especially pointed at 
Roman Catholic priests. Whether that 
be so or not, it is a very serious thing 
to lay down the proposition that because 
a man is a minister of religion he forfeits 
his rights as a citizen, and especially so 
when you are just establishirg these new 
local governing bodies. What is tho 
object of this exclusion? Believe me, 
no more foolish, fatuous idea ever entered 
into the mind of a statesman than to 
suppose that you are going to diminish 
the influence of ministers of religion in 
politics if they choose to enter into poli- 
tics by imposing disabilities of this kind. 
It is not by becoming members of these 
bodies, or even by becoming members of 
this House, that ministers of reli- 
gion exercise that influence in political 
matters which is thought by some to be 
undesirable. My conviction, therefore, is 
that if the Government have any such 
end in view they are making an egre- 
gious mistake. If that is not the object, 
what is it? The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary, in the speech 
from which I have quoted, spoke only 
of countv councils; he did not refer to 
boards of guardians. He thought that 


economy would not be promoted by 
having ministers of religion on the 


county councils. On what ground does he 
base that? If the interests of economy 
demand the exclusion of ministers from 
the county councils, how is it that the 
interests of economy are to continue to 
be neglected in the case of boards of 
guardians? And, again, take the case of 
the visiting committees for lunatic asy- 
lums. At present those committees are 
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appointed by the grand juries, and almost 
invariably include some ministers of 
religion. Now, the powers of the grand 
juries are to be taken over by the 
county councils. Clause 9 of the Bill 
contains the provision that one-fourth of 
the members of the visiting committees 
may be “persons not members, of the 
council.” How is it that the Governmeut 
have now provided that no minister of 
religion shall be a member of these com- 
mittees? Sir, I think that this sub-sec- 
tion is put in by the Government with- 
out any sufficient justification. I object 
to it because it is an insult to a respected 
section of the Irish people, but it is 
more than that—it is an insult to the 
whole people of Ireland. Why do you 
put this sub-section into the Bill? It is 
because you wish to proclaim to the 
world that we are a priest-ridden people, 
and that we cannot conduct our local 
affairs unless we are protected against 
our own clergy. I repudiate with indig- 
nation that charge on behalf of the 
people of Ireland. If that view were 
correct, then you would indeed be justi- 
fied in refusing us the claim we make to 
a Parliament of our own, and I for one 
would not be here in this House to ask for 
Home Rule. If I believed that to secure 
freedom of election we required your pro- 
tection against our own clergy I would 
never appear in this House again. 


Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford): Be- 
fore the right honourable Gentleman 
replies I should like to trouble the Com- 
mittee with a few observations, because 
I think that after the speeches to which 
we have listened I ought not to content 
myself with a silent vote. In the first 
place, Iam not impressed at all by the 
argument that has been based on what 
has been done in the English Bill. I 
think that is a fallacious argument. 
These proposals are to be judged by 
what is suited for Ireland, and not by 
what is or is not right in an English Bill. 
It would be a great pleasure to me to be 
able to say nothing at all on this Bill, 
but I think that for me to take that 
course would be to act a cowardly part. 
It is my duty to state the views I en- 
tertain and the reasons why I propose 
to vote against the Amendment that has 
been proposed. The honourable Member 
for East Mayo spoke about the views of 
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the clergy of Ireland, and he disclaimed 
any desire to sit in this House by means 
of their overweening influence. 


Mr. DILLON: I said nothing of the 
kind. 


Mr. J. REDMOND: I have no desire 
to misrepresent what the honourable 
Member said. I understood him to say 
that if the influence of the clergy in Ire- 
land were a paramount influence he 
would not be here in this House to repre- 
sent that influence. 


Mr. DILLON: What I said was that 
if I thought it was necessary to seek 
protection for the Irish people from their 
own priests I should wish not to be here. 


Mr. J. REDMOND: I quite accept that 
explanation of the honourable Gentl>- 
man’s position. My own opinion is that 
from the point of view of the clergy 
themselves, and the mission they have 
before them in Ireland and in every 
country, it is unwise for them to take 
part in the public life of the country in 
the way they would have to do if they 
were members of these assemblies. 


Mr. DILLON: Let them say that for 
themselves. 


Mr. J. REDMOND: I do not wish to 
enter into any controversy. As I have 
said, I should have preferred taking no 
part in the discussion, but I felt that I 
could not give a silent vote in this 
matter, s2eing that I have spoken upon it 
in Ireland. I believe it to be in the in- 
terest of the country, and of the smooth 
working of the new bodies that are to 
be set up, that the provision of this sub- 
section should be maintained, and I shall 
therefore vote against the Amendment. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
I am going to oppose this provision in 
the interest of the Protestant Church. I 
have a better right to speak about the 
interests of the Protestant Church in 
Ireland than any other Member of this 
House. I could not write my own name 
without remembering that I come from 
a Protestant family. I would not for any 
consideration support a clause of this 
kind, which is, I say, a deliberate insult 
to all the clerical cloth, and purposely 
meant to be. I see the right honourable 
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Gentleman the Member for Dublin Uni- 
versity dissents from that. He knows 
perfectly well that he is returned by a 
constituency three-fourths of whom are 
Protestants. 


Mr. LECKY : This sub-section does not 
propose to take away the franchise. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: But it tells 
the people that they shall not elect a 
clergyman for the mere reason that he is 
a clergyman. It says that because a man 
is devoted to piety and religion he is 
unfit to have a place on a local govern- 
ment body. Now, if the right honourable 
Gentleman—who is a philosopher—holds 
this view with regard to the clergy, why 
does he not turn his attention to the 
House of Lords; why does he not begin 
with the bishops? Why does he not go 
still further and disfranchise Dublin Uni- 
versity altogether? Sir, not one argu- 
ment has been addressed to the Committee 
to show that the clergy of Ireland are 
unfitted to serve on the councils. I do 
not say whether they would wish to 
be members of these bodies, but I do 
say that there are no persons more com- 
petent to represent the views and needs 
of their particular localities. From the 
point of view of the Catholic clergy of 
Treland, I think that this clause aimed at 
them is one of the most malignant and 
bigoted creations that could possibly 
emanate from an English Government. 
I do not say that they in any way wish 
election to these bodies, but it would 
be a very great outrage to disqualify any 
of them who might desire election. 
There are remote districts in Ireland 
in which the Catholic clergyman is the 
administrator and the guardian of his 
parish. He really superintends the work 
of the parish, he is the protector and 
guide of the poor in a way that is almost 
inconceivable to people who do not know 
the country ; and I ask, why should such 
a man be excluded from a seat on his 
local council if the electors see fit to 
place him there? I ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman, why should a priest, 
because he is @ priest, or a Protestant 
clergyman, because he is a Protestant 
clergyman, be excluded! All I can say 
is, this provision is most absurd and most 
unjust, and I trust it will be struck out 
of the Bill 
Mr. MacNeill. 
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CotoneL SAUNDERSON : The honour. 
able Member says that he can claim to 
speak on behalf of the Protestant 
clergy of Ireland. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I am the son 
of one of them. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: I am sur. 
prised at it. I think I know as much 
about the clergy of the Church of Ire- 
land as the honourable Member for South 
Donegal, and I can say that they have no 
desire to be members of the county 
councils, and they do not consider the 
provision in this sub-section to cast the 
slightest slur upon them. I think I am in 
closer connection with the clergy of the 
Church of Ireland than the honourable 
Gentleman, and if they had thought that 
I am sure they would have let me know. 
The honourable Member referred to th: 
fact that the bishops have seats in the 
House of Lords. That is true of the Eng- 
lish bishops, but the Irish bishops have 
not. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I think Lord 
Plunkett had a seat in the House of 
Lords. 


Cotonen SAUNDERSON : I think tke 
honourable Member fails to appreciate the 
enormous power that the Roman Catho- 
lic priests possess. They possess a power 
over the consciences and the actions of 
the Irish peovle which no other clergy 
possess in any other country in the world. 
When you find that every altar in a 
Roman Catholic chapel is a political plat- 
form, when the people are directed to 
vote for a particular candidate under 
all sorts of pains and penalties, it is 
impossible to deny that the Romaa 
Catholic priests in Ireland rightly or 
wrongly possess a power over the mind 
and conscience and actions of the people 
which no other ministry possess. The 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean says that in Eng- 
land clergymen make excellent members 
of boards of guardians, district councils, 
and county councils. I dare say that is 
so, but you might just as well draw an 
analogy in these matters between Eng: 
land and China as between England and 
Ireland. I do not kuow that ministers 
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of religion in England ever make use of 
their pulpits to denounce their political 
opponents. Undoubtedly the position of 
the Roman Catholic priests in Ireland 
has given them an enormous authority 
over their people, and they have exercised 
it without the least disguise, and the 
result is, without doubt, that we have in 
this House a large number of Members 
who, if it had not been for the aid of 
the Roman Catholic clergy in their con- 
stituencies, would not have been in this 
House. If you had two candidates stand- 
ing for a county council seat in Ireland, 
and if they started perfectly fair—which 
I imagine is the object that this Bill has 
in view—I ask the House to imagine 
what would be the position if some in- 
dependent man stood for the seat against 
kis own parish priest? Clearly the in- 
dependent man would not have the 
smallest chance. I do not pretend for a 
moment that a priest on the county coun- 
cil would not do less harm than out of 
it, but I say that if you permit a priest 
ta stand for the county council he would 
start ay a candidate with an advantage 
which would leave his opponent hope- 
less]v behind. Our object ought to be to, 
as far as possible, remove any possi- 
bility of friction in the working of th’‘s 
Bill. For that reason I trust that the 
Government will stick by this sub-sec- 
tion. If the Amendment were carried, 
and priests were permitted to stand for 
tne county council, would it tend 
towards peace in Ireland? I do not 
think so, and I venture to hope that the 
Government will refuse to accept the 
Amendment, which I believe would bring 
about friction and import religious 
bitterness into local government contro- 
versles. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I should like to point out 
that the honourable and gallant Mem- 
ber directed his criticisms entirely 
against the enfranchisement of the Roman 
Catholic clergy: not a word fell from him 
against the enfranchisement of the Pro- 
testant clergy. Now, I have _ been 


throughout my public life very largely 
engaged in endeavouring to remove civil 
disabilities on religious grounds, and 
therefore I feel no doubt as to the course 
I should adopt in regard to this Amend- 
I am not anxious that ministers 
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of religion should be members either 
of county or district councils I 
know that in many cases they are 
among the most competent men in 
the locality to occupy such positions ; 
in fact, in some instances they are the 
only fit persons to be elected. But, on 
the other hand, I think that ministers 
of religion, no matter to what particular 
persuasion they belong, had better avoid 
the turmoil and controversies of a con- 
tested election. But, Sir, it is quite 
another thing for the Legislature to in- 
tervene and to disqualify them as a class. 
The question is one that should be 
determined by the electors themselves, 
who should have absolutely full 
liberty of choice. This proposed exclu- 
sion is contrary to the principle on which 
the Legislature has acted for the last 
fifty years. We have given political free- 
dom to Roman Catholics, to Jews, even to 
agnostics and unbelievers. It is because 
we have thus opened wide the doors cf 
this House that it is entitled to bear the 
proud name of the House of “ Commons.” 
We are now asked to act upon the exactly 
opposite principle. This seems to be a 
distinctly retrograde step, and one from 
which it is certain that evil consequences 
must follow. Reference has already been 
made to the extremely loose wording of 
the sub-section, and to difficulties in 
deciding who should come under the de- 
scription of “regular ministers.” While 
regular ministers are to be disqualified, 
there may be irregular ministers, per- 
haps persons of very shady reputation, 
who may be held to be competent to 
sit. I do not wish further to detain the 
Committee at this late hour. For the 
reason I have stated I have no hesitation 
whatever in supporting the Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: To judge 
from the language used by the 
honourable Gentlemen who have spoken 
in favour of this Amendment, one 
would imagine that the Government 
were doing an unusual and unheard of 
thing, and excluding some large class of 
the people of Ireland from some of the 
elementary rights of citizenship. There 
could not be a greater error. It certainly 
cannot be called an elementary right of 
citizenship to sit in a deliberative assem- 
bly. We all know that Roman Catholic 
priests and clereymen of the Church of 
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England are not allowed to sit in 
this House. Ministers of religion are 
excluded in England from sitting on 
the councils of municipal boroughs, 
and in Ireland there has not been 
a single case where a priest has been 
allowed to sit on a local governing body. 
The right honourable Baronet who 
moved the Amendment. seemed to 
think the Government were making an 
unheard of proposal in this clause; and 
a phrase which he used shows the mis- 
apprehension he is under as to the 
actual condition of affairs in Ireland. 
A similar clause to this has, as a matter 
of fact, actually been in operation under 
the Poor Law Act, in which occur the 
words, “provided always that no person 
being in holy orders, or a regular mini- 
ster of any denomination, shall be eligible 
as a guardian.” The fear, therefore, 
that any difficulty will be created by 
the further application of a principle 
which has been in existence for genera- 
tions seems to me absolutely chimerical. 
The language used in the Municipal 
Corporations Act is similar. That being 
the condition of affairs, I stated, in in- 
troducing the Bill, that I had no reason 
to believe that this exclusion was other- 
wise than accepted and acquiesced in by 
ministers of all denominations in Ire- 
land, and, so far as I am personally 
concerned, the only representation ad- 
verse to the Bill which has reached me, 
with the exception of that from the 
Standing Committee of Bishops, came 
from a body of Protestant clergy. I 
have received no other protest what- 
ever. It is perfectly true, as the 
honourable Member for East Mayo has 
said, that the Standing Committee of 
the Catholic Bishops passed a resolu- 
tion condemning the exclusion of priests 
from the county and district councils in 
Ireland, but I am bound to say that, 
from various statements which have 
reached me, I do not think that repre- 
sents by any means the unanimous 
opinion of Roman Catholics in Ireland, 
either in holy orders or laymen. I am 
confident that there are in Ireland a 
great many Roman Catholic priests and 
laymen who think the Government, in 
excluding ministers of religion from 
these new bodies, have taken a wise 
course. I cannot help referring to a 
remark which was made by the honour- 
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able Member for Waterford. It is un. 
questionably a very difficult and very 
invidious thing to state reasons why 
any particular class of the community 
should be excluded from particular 
posts or privileges; but it is positively 
impossible to shut our eyes to the fact 
that Ireland and England stand in this 
matter upon an entirely different foot- 
ing. Religious animosity in Ireland 
reaches a height of which we happily 
know little in this country, and the 
power which the Catholic priesthood 
exercises over its congregations is also 
something utterly unknown in this 
country. Well, now, I am afraid that 
if ministers of religion were admitted to 
county and district councils, and allowed 
to sit on those councils, it would 
tend to introduce into the business of 
administrative bodies, which have nothing 
to do with religious matters, certain 
sectarian bitterness which they would be 
very much better without. Then we are 
told that by excluding priests and other 
ministers of religion from these elected 
bodies we are depriving them of an 
elementary right of citizenship. But I 
am afraid that what my honourable and 
learned Friend the Member for North 
Armagh has said is absolutely true— 
that a priest in Ireland would not stand 
at an election as an ordinary citizen. 
It would be impossible to separate his 
spiritual functions from his position 
as a man, and not only would that be 
the case in the matter of the candida- 
ture of a minister of religion, but it 
would also be the case, I think, if he 
were elected. I think a minister having 
a seat on a county or district council or 
board of guardians would influence 
inside a body which he could not pos- 
sibly influence outside. The honour- 
able Member for South Donegal and 
the honourable Member for East Mayo 
referred to a time when I said that the 
presence of ministers of religion on 
these councils was undesirable from 
motives of economy. I did say that, 
and I repeat it; I repeat it for th 
reason: the ordinary layman who is 
elected on a county or district council 
or board of guardians is returned as a 
representative of the ratepayers; 4 
minister of religion would not be a repuse- 
sentative, as a minister, of the rate 
payers. It would be impossible to sepa- 
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rate his spiritual functions from those 
motives which would dictate the action 
of an ordinary layman. The ordinary 
Jayman feels that he is bound to pro- 
tect the interests of the ratepayer. A 
minister of religion would not have 
that feeling in the same degree. I 
know the honourable Member for Done- 
gal sneers at that, and thinks I am only 
giving one additional proof of hardness 
of heart; but I do say it would not be 
in the interests of economy that mini- 
sters of religion should have seats on 
these bodies, and I am also persuaded 
that it would not be for the smooth 
working of local administration in Ire- 
land that this Amendment should be 
adopted. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): The 
right honourable Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary has failed to explain to the 
House how it is that on the only board 
in Ireland which gives anything like 
universal satisfaction. there are two or 
three ministers of religion. I should 
like to hear, as I did expect to hear, 
some explanation how it is that both 
the present Government and the pre- 
ceding Government have appointed on 
the Congested Districts Board the 
Bishop of Raphoe and Father Dennis 
O'Hara, a parish priest of the West of 
Treland. I should also have liked to 
hear something as to the position on 
the Fisheries Board of the Rev. Mr. 
Green, a Protestant clergyman, who is 
also a member of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. It has not been contended 
by anyone who has spoken that, even 
if you allow clergymen to be eligible 
for county or district councils, many of 
them will seek the position; but, repre- 
senting as I do a partly congested 
district in the West of Ireland, where, 
in some cases, it will be very difficult to 
find an eligible man for district coun- 
cils, and still more so in the case of 
county councils, I would point out 
that it will be a great consideration in 
such a county as Galway to find persons 
who will be prepared to go 40 or 50 
miles to attend a council meeting, and 
that if you exclude gentlemen like Father 
Dennis O’Hara and the Rev. Mr. Green 
from representing the districts in which 
they reside, you will exclude those who 
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are among the best able to undertake 
duties which will be doubly onerous 
on that ground. Moreover, these gen- 
tlemen, like the Bishop of Raphoe, have 
the confidence of the Government. Will 
anyone deny that the Government have 
that confidence? Of course they have ; 
otherwise why do they continue to ap- 
point them as members of the Congested 
Districts Board, which is not elected but 
nominated? These gentlemen are col- 
leagues of the Chief Secretary upon that 
board, and the right honourable Gentle- 
man must know more of their admini- 
strative capacity and their fitness for 
their positions than anyone else in this 
House. Yet the right honourable Gentle- 
man, by the provision which he has intro- 
duced into this Bill, makes his own col- 
leagues ineligible for positions which are 
certainly of as much consequence to the 
poor in these districts as are their posi- 
tions on the Congested Districts Board. 
While listening to this Debate I have 
heard it stated as an argument for ren- 
dering clergymen ineligible that they 
would have too much influence. But 
will this ineligibility to sit do away in 
any way with the influence they will 
have? I did expect that some honour- 
able Gentleman would explain to the 
Committee how it is that making them in- 
eligible will deprive them of that influ- 
ence; and I would say to those 
who are not in favour of the exer- 
cise of priestly domination that it 
would be far better from their point 
of view to have clergymen exercisa 
their influence from within rather than 
from without. Does anybody say that 
making them ineligible will prevent them 
from exercising their influence from with- 
out? If it would, I could understand the . 
position, but the position is this: that, 
while the provision of the right honour- 
able Gentleman does not minimise one 
iota the influence of any clergyman, Pro- 
testant or Catholic, who chooses to exer- 
cise it, he gratuitously insults them by 
refusing to make them eligible to be 
members of these bodies. It is because 
this provision will deprive many districts 
in the West of Ireland, and Donegal 
especially, of the services of men like the 
Bishop of Raphoe and Father Dennis 
O'Hara, that I oppose this portion of the 
Bill. 


U 




















491 Local Government {COMMONS} (Ireland) Bill. 492 
*Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): I  wish| the parish priest put up on one side and 
to occupy the attention of the House} some parishioner on the other, and de- 


only for a short time, in order to explain 
the reasons which compel me to disso- 
ciate myself from the Government on 
this occasion, and to support the Amend- 


ment. I associate myself with, but 
will not repeat, the arguments of 


the right honourable Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean, and wish 
also to urge that it is most desirable 
to allow the clergy of all denomina- 
tions to take part in citizen life. It is a 


great evil generally with the clergy of all | 
denominations that they are very apt) 
to grow into an isolated life, having | 


objects distinct from the people among 
whom they work. This narrows their 
aims and renders them less capable 
citizens and less good clergymen, and I 
have always been of opinion, therefore, 
that it is good for the clergy to interest 
themselves in secular and civil affairs, 


so that their minds may be enlarged to| 


the utmost extent, and they may find 
themselves more in touch with thos: 
among whom they labour. Now, it is 
said, “Why should you alter the law in 
Ireland?” You have altered the law in 
England. It is only 10 years since you 
passed the Local Government Act in 
England, and by that Act you altered 
the law by allowing clergymen to be 
members of the councils established 
by that Measure, and many have been so 
elected, to their own advantage and that 
of the councils and the community. 
This is the first time that we are giving 
local government to Ireland; why 
should we not, then, do in Ireland as we 


have done in England! The only answer | 


I have heard to that question is that, 


while this clause takes in ministers of all | 


denominations, it is specially aimed at 
the clergy of one. That is evident from 
my right honourable Friend’s speech. I 
think it exceedingly hard, to begin with, 
to exclude all other 
because you want to aim at one. Ifyou 
must take such a step, I would rather 
boldly say, “ We will exclude all Roman 
Catholic priests.” Then we are told 
that these priests have too much power, 
and therefore ought not to be allowed to 
become members of these boards ; and my 
honourable and gallant Friend painted a 
terrible picture of an election in which 


denominations | 





clared that the life of the latter would 
be a burden to him. But will it be 
more tolerable if he opposes the priests’ 
nominees! What will be the result if 
the priest is made ineligible? It will 
simply mean that if he really has so 
much power he will put up a puppet of 
his own. That puppet will get elected 
through the priest’s influence, and then 
the wirepuller, without incurring any 
responsibility, and working in the dark, 
will get all his evil and malign designs 
| carried into effect. 





A Nationauist MemBer: Oh! 


*Mr. GEDGE: 


does 


The 


not seem 


| honourable Gen- 
| tleman to understand 
|/my argument. I am replying to the 
| argument used in this Debate; and | 


say that if the priest has such dark 
designs as have been suggested, it is 
surely better that he should use his 
/power in the light of day, and be 
|responsible for what he does and says, 
}than work in the dark through some 
| puppet, while he himself, who is pulling 
|the strings, has no responsibility and 
| incurs no ill-will or unpopularity for 
the improper exercise of his power. 
Power and responsibility should go to- 
gether. I feel bound, having these con- 
victions, and seeing in this clause a 
| principle entirely contrary to them, to 
{support the Amendment. 


Mr. S. EVANS (Glamorgan, Mid): 
|I am sometimes almost inclined to doubt 
‘the correctness of my own views when 
they happen to be in accord with those 
of the honourable Gentleman who has 
just sat down, but on this occasion his 
reasons seem to me most excellent ones, 
and, notwithstanding that he is going 
into the Lobby in support of the Amend- 


ment, I also shall go into the Lobby. I 
congratulate the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary on 


having at last given the real reason why 
he has introduced this sub-clause into 
the Bill. The reason he gave at first— 
that he desired to exclude all ministers 
of religion on the ground of economy— 
was, if I may say so without infringing 
Parliamentary rules, mere fossil rubbish. 
Anyone who looks at this clause can see 
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that the intention is to exclude Roman 
Catholic priests. The right honourable 
Gentleman reminds us of the provision 
which excludes regular ministers from 
being on boards of guardians, but it is 
curious that in the very section which 
he quoted there are words making a pro- 
perty qualification a condition of eligi- 
bility for membership of boards of guar- 
dians. The right honourable Gentle- 
man changes that point of the section, 
but wants to adhere to the other. He 
wants to exclude Roman Catholic priests. 
My reasons for voting for the Amendment 
are very simple. I hold the opinion 
that ministers of religion ought not, 


because they are ministers of 
religion, to be deprived of the ordinary 
rights of citizenship. In England 


ministers are aliowed to sit on 
boards of guardians and county coun- 
cils, the reason for eligibility in the latter 
case being that it was thought, when 
county councils were going to be formed 
for England, that it would be a 


very good thing to get clergy- 
men of a particular denomi- 
nation upon those councils. It was 


desired to see clergymen of the Church 
of England brought into the county 
councils of this part of the kingdom, just 
as the Government now desire to exclude 
the ministers of another religious 
denomination in Ireland. A good deal 
has been said of the evil and malign 
influence exercised by the priests in Ir2- 
land. So far as I have been able to 
observe, the influence of the priests in 
Ireland depends entirely whether they 
happen to be on the side of the people. 
If they are, then the authority they have 
is exercised because the people look up 
to them. We remember that the head 
of the Roman Catholic Church, the Pope, 
himself wrote some time ago a letter, 
and that it was not attended to by the 
people of Ireland. Now, if it were true 
that the priests dominated the people cf 
Ireland, would it not have been found 
that, when the very head of the Church 
sent his orders that some particular 
thing should be done, the people of Ire- 
land would follow the dictates of the 
Pope? A similar thing as to the exercise 
of ministerial influence has been said 
with regard to the Nonconformist minis- 
ters of Wales, and we know perfectly well 
that those ministers only exercise 
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influence where they can be the spokes- 
men of the people, and can be marshalled 
on the side of the people; and, so far 
as I can gather, that is the sole ground 
for the influence of the priests in Ireland 
also. I desire that the priests should 
not be excluded, because I do not think 
they should be under any religious disa- 
bilities at all because they belong to the 
Roman Catholic religion. Why should 
they! In this country you have ministers 
of religion sitting on county councils, and 
also on benches of magistrates ; and, if 
that be right in England, why should it 
not be allowed in Ireland if a priest 
possesses the confidence of the people? 
What you are doing is not hurting the 
priests, but depriving the people of a 
certain number of eligible representa- 
tives. It may be that in a particular 
locality the priest is most eminently 
fitted to be on the district or county 
council. Suppose that here it were to 
be said that a Roman Catholic priest 
should not be eligible to sit on a school 
board. I could name over and over 
again Roman Catholic priests who would 
be most eligible for these purposes. Could 
it be said that Cardinal Vaughan would 
not be a good representative to have on 
a board of guardians? What would the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham have said if it had 
been suggested to him a few years ago, 
for instance, that the Rev. Dr. Dale was 
not a fit person to be put upon a school 
board or a board of guardians? If there 
is any illegitimate influence exercised by 
a priest at all, and yow want to dissipate 
it, what you have to do is to bring the 
priest into the arena with the people, 
and I say that when you do that, and 
place the priest upon these popularly- 
elected bodies, you will find that he will 
demean himself there like an ordinary 
citizen ; and, if he should act differently, 
his influence, instead of being increased, 
will be diminished in the eyes of those 
who in these matters follow him. I 
strongly support the Amendment. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I do 
not mean to occupy time unduly 
on this question, but I confess 


that I should not be satisfied to give a 
silent vote in favour of the Amendment. 
It appears to me, from the speech of the 
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Chief Secretary, that what is really the 
cause for this objectionable clause is the 
analogy of the clause in the Poor Law 
Act which the right honourable Gentle- 
man quoted. It is quite true that under 
that Act regular ministers of religion were 
excluded from boards of poor law guar- 
dians, but it must be recollected that 
that Act was passed 60 years ago, and 
that of late years the principles of 
democracy have been largely extended. 
But the Chief Secretary, if he has that 
analogy in support of the clause, forgets 
that there was no disqualification of 
ministers for serving on grand juries. I 
do not think that Catholic clergymen 
were ever summoned on grand juries, and 
that very circumstance shows that this 
clause is aimed especially at the Catholic 
clergy, though there is very little fear, 
I think, that they themselves would in 
many cases solicit election as members 
of county councils. But I will take the 
view which has evidently presented itself 
to the right honourable Gentleman’s 
mind, and that of the honourable and 
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gallant Gentleman the Member for 
North Armagh—that the Catholic 
clergy had such an influence upon 
the laity of Ireland that it would 
not be safe to have them members 
of the county councils. But, if they 


have that wonderful influence, I would 
put this to the Committee: suppose a 
Catholic clergyman is elected as a 
member of a county council or district 
council, do you suppose he will have 
such influence at the council board that 
he will control all the other Catholic 
members of that board? If he has such 
influence, do you not think he will exer- 
cise it better and more effectually by not 
being a member of the council? Outside 
the council he will be able to exercise pre- 
cisely the same or greater influence. I 
am convinced that the Catholic clergy, 
from their knowledge of the wants of 
their various localities, are likely to be 
most useful members of a council which 
is to control the administration of the 
poor law and the general administration 
of the With regard to the 
Protestant clergy, in the same way, could 
there be a more useful member of a 
county council than the ordinary minis- 


county. 
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ters of the Protestant religion in the 
different parishes where they enjoy the 
confidence of the electors? Surely the 
object of the Government and the Com- 
mittee ought to be to have county 
councils consisting of as intelligent and 
well-informed men as possible; and I 
would ask whether, in the remoter parts 
of Ireland, the ministers of religion are 
not superior to most of the other 
inhabitants in intelligence and educa- 
tion. It appears to me that this section 
exposes what is more or less latent 
throughout the whole of this Bill—that 
while the Government are anxious to 
appear to give local government to Ire- 
land, they are really afraid of the policy 
they are engaged in. It seems as if the 
Chief Secrefary shrinks from his own 
creation like another Frankenstein, and 
does not know to what this Bill may lead, 
or to what abuses the creation of these 
county councils may lead. I do trust 
that the Committee will, at all events, 
show itself independent and _ liberal 
enough to follow in this respect the 
analogy of the English Act. Whenever 
it suits the right honourable Gentleman’s 
purpose he relies on the English Act as 
an argument in favour of his clauses, 16 
matter how much they be contested on 
this side of the House, but whenever it 
suits his purpose to depart from tie 
analogy of the English Act he is astute 
enough to discover some remote reason 
for drawing a distinction. I say this 
clause is an insult to the whole clergy 
ef Ireland, Protestant and Catholic. 1 
say that the instance given by the 
honourable Member for Mayo of the Con- 
gested Districts Board demonstrates how 
the Catholic clergy perform public duties 
when they are required to do so, and that 
the whole burden will lie upon the 
Government for the evils which wil 
result from their unreasonable exclusion 
from the opportunity of doing so under 
this Bill. The whole object of the 
Measure is to inaugurate a new order of 
things, and to produce a council which 
will inspire the greatest confidence of 
the people, but the Government are 
beginning in a bad way by creating a 
feeling of disgust on the part of so large 
a section of the community as the 
ministers of religion. 
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Dr. CLARK: I have sat on boards with 
ministers who have been most valuable 


members of those bodies. 


axperience a neighbour of mine in the 
county of Clackmannan has been chair- 
council for the last 
nine years, has been re-elected time after 
time, and I have never heard of anything 
against his conduct in that capacity. 
Why should not the same state of things 
exist in Ireland as exists in England and 
Why should the clergy there 
The only reason is, I 
suppose, that the priests in Ireland have 
too much power over the people. But 
that is not to say that that power would 
be exercised in any more baneful way 
than the power of the English and Scot- 
tish clergy is exercised. As far as our 
poor law boards are concerned, the minis- 


man of that 


Scotland? 
be disqualified ? 
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In my own 


bodies. 


guardians ? 


“ That 


clause.” 





AYES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
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Fisher, William Hayes 
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sub-section 1 
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ters have done remarkably good work, 
and I can see no reason why there should 
be this disqualification attached to minis- 
ters of religion in Ireland. They ought 
not to be debarred from sitting on these 
county councils. 
to debar any class of men from public 


It is too late in the day 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are these sections 
operative in the cases of boards of 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Oh, yes. 


Question put— 


stand part of the 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 146; 
Noes 68.—(Division List No. 118.) 
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Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. 8. 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Channing, Francis Allston 
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Colville, John 
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Healy, T. M. 
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Horniman, 


Wm. 


Jones, 


Macaleese, 


Mandeville, J. 





*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Noits, 
Mansfield): It is now a quarter to two, 
and I beg to move that you report Pro- 
gress. Substantial progress has been 
made, and in less than 10 hours’ time 
we shall have to be again in our places 


here. 


gress we have made, we are entitled to 
scme consideration from the Government. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
accept that Motion now. If during the 
next hour get 


we on 


reported. 


Dr. CLARK: I think we ought to 
know how long we are going on; it 
seems to me that we may be kept here 
till four or six o’clock. It seems to me 
to be scandalous in the case of a Bill to 
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Murray, Chas. 
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O'Keeffe, Francis Arthur 


ss : ; | 
We must have a few hours’ resi, | 
and I think that, considering the pre- 
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Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C, 
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Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
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(Louth, N.) | 
Hon. Chas. H. | 


John 


Francis 
C. (Devonport) 


J. 


(Coventry) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
(Tipperary) Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. 
Dillon. 


| which there is not the slightest obstruc- 
tion, and I think the Government have 
made a mistake in not better ascertain- 
ing and providing for the amount of work 
At the very least the Chief 
far he 


to be done. 


Secretary might indicate how 


intends to go before we can go home. 


Clause 58 added to Bill. 


Cuavse 59. 


I cannot | 


Amendment proposed— 


there will be | 
nothing to prevent Progress from being | 


_ “Page 33, line 7, after ‘council,’ insert ‘or 
in the office of chairman of either of such 
councils.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question pvt— 


“That the words proposed stand part of 
| the clause.” 


} 


Agreed to. 














or 
ch 





501 Local Government 





Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 8, at end, insert— 


“*Casual vacancies among the guardians 
elected for any electoral division in a county 
borough or urban county district may be filled 
by the board of guardians.’”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed stand part of the 
clause.” 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 33, line 10, after ‘ shall,’ insert ‘ unless 
the Local Government Board, on the repre- 
sentation of the county council otherwise 
direct.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put— 


* That the words proposed stand part of the 
lause.” 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 11, after ‘ district,’ insert ‘for 
all purposes.’”—( Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The object of this 
Amendment is to make the electoral 
division a polling district for all pur- 
It appears to me that it would 
be a remarkable thing if the electoral 
division is to be the polling district of 
the district and county councils, while 
for Parliamentary purposes the voters 
would have to go much longer distances. 


poses. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
Amendment had better be withdrawn 
now, in order that the subject may be 
considered later on. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


_ “Page 33, line 12, leave out ‘May,’ and 
insert ‘ July.””—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: This Amendment 
is one which is, I think, entitled to 
favourable consideration. 


May and June 
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are not at all good months for Ireland, 
but July would be a very favourable 
month, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: But would 
not July be a worse time from an agricul- 
tural point of view than May? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Not in Ireland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
slackest time of the year is May. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: The people are 
engaged in harvesting in July. May is 
better than June. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Of course it is, and 
April would be undoubtedly better than 
May. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: June. 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 14, after ‘county,’ insert— 
“And the day of the annual meeting and 
ordinary day of election of the chairman and 
vice-chairman of a county or rural district 
council shall be the 9th day of June.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed stand part of the 
clause.” 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 14, at end, insert as a new 
sub-section— 


“<The old county and rural district coun- 
cillors shall retire and the newly elected coun- 
cillors shall come into office on the 9th day 
of June, which shall be the ordinary day 
of retirement of councillors.”.—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed stand part of 
the clause.” 


Agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 15, leave out sub-section (5), 
and insert ‘In the case of a council of 
an urban district, other than a borough, the 
ordinary day of election of councillors shall 
be the 25th day of November, and the day of 
the annual meeting and ordinary day of elec- 
tion of the chairman and vice-chairman of 
the council shall be the first day of December, 
and such chairman or vice-chairman shall come 
into office as soon as he has made the declara- 
tion of accepting office.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: As you are making 
this change, would it not be as well to 
make it also operative in the case of 
urban areas? If that is not done there 
will be one day for the county councils, 
another day for the urban areas, and per- 
haps another day for some other body. 
There is no reason in the world why 
they should not all take place at the 
same time. I beg to move after the 
word “councillors” to insert the words 
“and commissioner.” 


Mr. TULLY: I do not think it would 
be right that the election of town com- 
missioners should be on a different day 
to what is mentioned in the Bill. 


Mr. JORDAN : I do not think it should 
be changed. 


Question put— 


“That the words 
the Amendment.” 


proposed stand part of 


Agreed to. 


Question put— 


“That the Amendment, as amended, stand 
part of the clause.” 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Clause 59, page 33, line 15, after ‘ council- 
lors,’ insert ‘ other than the alderman and coun- 
cillors of the county borough of Dublin,’ ”— 


(Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. CLANCY: The object of this 


Amendment is to postpone the day o? 
election for the county borough of Dub- 
fin from the 25th November to the 31st 
January. The Amendment has been sug- 
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gested by the persons who have to do 
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the work of revision in Dublin. At 
present, and for many years past, it has 
been only with very great difficulty that 
the work of revision has been completed. 


Mr. M. HEALY: This difficulty exists 
not merely in the case of Dublin, but in 
the case of constituencies having a large 
number of voters. By the Bill as it 
stands, the local register of electors must 
be completed on the 10th day of Novem- 
ber. The revision does not commence 
till the last day of October. I am speak- 
ing of the Parliamentary revision, which 
closes on the 2&th August. Now, there is 
a very simple way of getting out of this 
difficulty. At present the most unneces- 
sary time is taken for revision, which 
is supposed to commence on the 3lst 
September. There is no reason why it 
should not commence on the Ist Septem- 
ber, because the last day is the 28th 
August, and the work completed in a 
month if the Government appoints the 
revising barrister in proper time. The 
time given now is 20 days, and the fee 
of the revising barrister is limited to 
100 guineas. Of course, if this suggestion 
were adopted it would involve an altere 
tion of the time for Parliamentary 
revision—that necessarily follows—but 
I think there might be some postpone 
ment of the municipal elections, so that 
the first meeting of the new councils 
might be before Christmas, and the 
mayor come into office on the Ist Jan 
uary just as he does at present ; but by 
taking that course, and by commencing 
the Parliamentary revision on the Ist 
September, there will be ample time for 
preparing the list. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No doubt 
these difficulties exist, and I will under- 
take to consider this question before Re- 
port; but it is certain that one of two- 
things will have to be done—either the 
revision must be taken earlier or the 
municipal elections must be put off till 
a later date. 





Mr. CLANCY: I have no objection to 
adopting the suggestion of the honour- 
able Member for Cork, although I do not 
agree with all he has said on the subject, 
because I speak from practical know- 
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ledge of the registration work in Dublin 
for many years. The time that elapses 
between the revision and the election is 
too short. We have had proof of that 
in Dublin before, and it will arise again. 
Personally, I think that the postpone- 
ment of the municipal elections will meet 
the difficulty. 


Mr. FIELD: I quite agree with what 
the honourable Member has said, and I 
think that by adopting his suggestion the 
difficulties which exist would be removed. 
I desire to make one other observation, 
and that is, that I may tell the honour- 
able Member for Cork that the 14th 
December would be an entirely unsuit- 
able date. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put— 


“That clause 59, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


Ciatse 60. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In line 18, after ‘district,’ insert ‘and in 
towns.’”—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Question put— 


“That the proposed words be added to the 
clause.” 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed 





“Page 33, line 25, at end, insert— 

“(1) A person registered as a freeman in 
a Parliamentary borough shall be entitled to 
vote as a local government elector—(a) if his 
place of abode is in the borough, then in the 
electoral division in which that place of abode 
is situate ; and (b) if his place of abode is not 
in the borough (in this Act referred to as a 
non-resident freeman) then in the electoral 
division to which he is allotted by the revising 
barrister ; and shall not be entitled in respect 
of the qualification of freeman to vote else- 
where than in such electoral division, and the 
Tegistration of electors shall be conducted, and 
the register arranged, so as to give effect to 
this enactment; (2) The non-resident freemen 
shall be allotted among the several electoral 
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divisions of the borough in proportion, as 
nearly as may be, to the number of electors 
in each electoral division, and shall be so 
allotted in like manner as is provided by section 
14 of the Redistribution of Seats Act, 
1885, with respect to the allotment of non- 
resident freemen among the several divisions 
of a Parliamentary borough; (3) Where an 
electoral division is situate partly within and 
partly without the Parliamentary borough this 
section shall apply to each divided part as: 
if it were an electoral division; (4) Where the 
non-resident freemen have been allotted among 
the divisions of a Parliamentary borough in 
manner provided by section 14 of the 
Redistribution of Seats Act, 1885, the provi- 
sions of this section shall apply as if each 
such division were a Parliamentary borough,” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put— 


“That the proposed words be added to the 
clause.” 


Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 33, line 25, at end, insert— 


“For the purposes of this Act a woman 
shall not be disqualified by marriage for being 
on the local government supplement, or for 
being an elector of any local authority, pro- 
vided that a husband and wife shall not both 
be qualified in respect of the same property.” 
—(Mr. William Johnston.) 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: I understand 
that the Chief Secretary has already 
provided for that. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


Page 33, line 32, at end, insert as a new 
sub-section— 

“For the purposes of section 21 of the 
County Officers and Courts (Ireland) Act, 
1877, the Registration (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
and this Act shall be deemed to be Acts relat- 
ing to the registration of voters.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Question put— 


“That the proposed new sub-section stand 
part of the clause.” 


Agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


Page 34, line 4, at end, add— 

“Provided that, after the passing of this: 
Act, a person shall not in Ireland in any year 
be entitled tobe registered in the Parliamentary 
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register of electors in respect of the 
borough occupation franchise within the mean- 
ing of the Representation of the People Act, 
1884, unless such person shall have resided 
within, or within seven miles of, the borough 
during six months immediately preceding the 
twentieth day of July in such year. Provided 
that a person shall not, unless otherwise 
qualified, be entitled to be a local government 
elector of a county borough or an urban dis- 
trict, if registered in the Parliamentary register 
of electors for such borough or urban district 
in respect of a qualification as a freeman. Pro- 
vided that a person shall not be entitled to 
be a local government elector of a county 
borough or urban district if registered in any 
year in the Parliamentary register of electors 
in respect of the borough occupation franchise 
or the county occupation franchise within the 
meaning of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1884, unless such person shall have re- 
sided within, or within seven miles of, such 
borough or urban district during six months 
immediately preceding the twentieth day of 
July in such year. (6) Lists of Parliamentary 
electors in Ireland and the local government 
supplement thereto, and the Parliamentary 
register of electors, and the local government 
register of electors shall in each electoral divi- 
sion, or part thereof, be made out according 
t» streets where streets exist, and elsewhere 
skall be made out according to townlands ; 


{COMMONS} 
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dates. At present the officials have to 
turn the rate book upside down in order 
to make the lists alphabetical. Then, 
when they have done that, and had them 
printed, the candidate wants to make 
out his canvassing books in street order, 
and he has to turn the lists upside down 
to do that. In Cork and in Dublin the 
lists are at present made out in streets 
by virtue of the provisions of the Act of 
1882, making it optional for the court 
to adopt the system of street lists. Of 
course, I am aware that arrangements 
are already made for preparing the lists 
of persons on alphabetical lines, but if 
this Amendment were accepted it could 
be made to apply to future lists. I am 
sure I am right in saying that the 
adoption of this Amendment would be an 
immense benefit both to officials and 
candidates. 


Mr. TULLY: I think this is a most 
Amendment, and a most neces 
The counties are to be divided 


important 
sary one. 





the names of electors in each townland being 
aivanged in alphabetical order, and all pre- 
cepts and forms contained in and used under 
the Registration Acts and the 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, shall be modified and 
adapted accordingly.”"—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: I do not propose to 
move the whole of this Amendment, but 
only the paragraph numbered (6). 

THe CHAIRMAN: 
that is right. 


I doubt whether 


Mr. M. HEALY: May I point out that 
we have had discussions all through 
relating to Parliamentary elections, and 
most of the discussions which have taken 
place have been as to the revision of the 
lists of Parliamentary electors. We 
cannot deal with the lists of the Parlie 
mentary electors at all. This Bill intro 
duces a change into these lists, and as 
a change is involved I suppose I am 
entitled to move this part of my proposed 
new clause. 


THe CHAIRMAN: No. 


Mr. M. HEALY: 
the whole clause. - 


Then I will move 
All the officials are 


in favour of it, and so are all the eandi- 


Registration | 


according to electoral divisions, so that 


the lists will have to be re-written in any 


case. Of course, the expense of changing 
ithe registers must be gone to this year, 
but surely, after that, something carrying 


out this Amendment might be done. 


Mr. M. HEALY: The of the 
unions will all be in favour of the change, 
because they will have the names in 
street order in the books. I should be 
glad to get the clause in any form. 
| In boroughs we have it in an optional 
form, but the necessity for it in counties 
is much greater than for boroughs. The 
right honourable Gentleman has said 
that there is something to be said in 
favour of the present system, but as an 
old electioneering hand I entirely fail to 
see how any inconvenience can be caused 
to anybody by adopting this Amendment. 

Mr. POWER: This is a question that 
we have been trying to improve for the 
last five or six years, and I can answer 
for the officials of Ireland as to their 
wanting a change in this direction. Those 
who have had experience in these matters 
know that the present system is very 
inaccurate, and I venture to say that if 


clerks 

















— = 


eee eo orm crrne Sty = 


_ 


~~ Oo oo 


ge 
ors 


if 








509 Local Government 


this Amendment is accepted the work 
will be made easier for the officials. 


Mr. M. HEALY: A suggestion of a 
similar character was made by Mr. 
Biggar in the Parliament of Mr. Disraeli. 
There were very great head-shakings 
when the optional clause was adopted, 
and then the English adopted it them- 
selves. The practical experience of those 
of us who have to fight contested election 
after contested election is that the change 
ought to be made. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will con 
sider the matter on the Report stage. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Then I beg leave to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question put— 


“That clause 60, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


CuavseE 61. 
Amendment proposed— 


Page 34, line 5, leave cut sub-section (1).”— 
(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. DILLON: I have no objection to 
the latter part of that section whatever, 
but I want to know what the right 
honourable Gentleman had in his mind 
when he put in the words— 


* Nothing in this Act shall affect any powers 
of the Local Government Board with respect 
to the guardians or the officers of guardians,” 
ete, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: These 
words were inserted merely on the ground 
that the Act should not in any way vary 
or alter the powers which the Local 
Government Board at present possess 
over these people. 


Mr. M. HEALY: All the inquiry 
referred to in this clause is the inquiry 
as to elections, and I understand it is 
proposed to alter the present system of 
inquiry into election. At present all 
you can do is to go to the Local Govern- 
ment Board and ask them to send down 
an inspector, who solemnly proceeds to 


{23 May 1898} 
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write down the evidence without know- 
ing anything about it. One of the things 
which have surprised me is that this Bill 
makes no sort of reference to any mode 
of questioning elections under this Bill. 
Ido not know whether that is intentional, 
but it is quite certain that you must 
have some questions in county council 
and district council elections. Of course, 
at present, we question an_ election 
through the Queen’s Bench Division, but, 
so far as I was able to see the Order in 
Council which the right honourable 
Gentleman proposes to adopt, I cannot 
see that he has in any way applied the 
method of petitioning contained in the 
Act of 1871 to the elections under this 
Bill. I want to know what the Govern- 
ment propose in this matter. I decline 
to believe, until the right honourable 
Gentleman assures me, that he means to 
preserve to the Local Government Board 
the power of ordering an inquiry with 
regard to elections, that that is to be 
done, because it is the most inadequate 
method of procedure that you can 
possibly conceive. 


Mr. DILLON: I cannot see that there 
is any necessity for preserving this 
provision at all. I had a vague hope 
that the power of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to supersede a board of 
guardians might by a special enactment 
have been made to lapse. It is a most 
oppressive power, and I cannot see any 
reason for this provision at all. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is 


another provision later on in the Bill. 


Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, S.): I have 
had experience in connection with 
county elections. These Local Gov- 
ernment Board inspectors come down 
to these inquiries in _ absolute 
ignorance of the matter, and very 
often in these inquiries nice points 
of law have to be determined, and the 
Local Government Board inspector, who 
has no knowledge of the law, simply 
takes down in his own private note book 
anything which he considers advisable, 
and very often the points which 
he takes a note of have no bearing 
whatever on the matter in ques- 
tion. I therefore think that a very 
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inadequate and peculiar method, and I 
hope that the right honourable Gentle 
man will consider the matter before the 
Report stage. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I understand the 
right honourable Gentleman to say that 
he will make some alteration in the 
Order in Council as to the questioning of 
an election. The right honourable 
Gentleman will not pledge himself as 
to the probable change he will make. 
It may, however, interest the right 
honourable Gentleman to know that so 
long back as 1884 there was a Bill all 
of the provisions of which were an elabo- 
rate system of questioning local board 
elections. The Commons refused to 
agree to the Lords’ Amendment which 
was to abolish the method of question- 
ing elections existing in the Act of 1871, 
which enabled elections to the corpora- 
tion to be questioned by petition. I 
think the right honourable Gentleman 
will be well advised if he simply adapts 
that Act to the ordinary elections which 
take place under this Bill. But as the 
Bill stands, the Order in Council makes 
no provision for questioning the county 
council or district council elections. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I think it does. 


Mr. M. HEALY: So far 
examined it, I cannot see that it is so. 


as I have 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I hope it will 
not be made necessary for us to come to 
Parliament for the confirmation of a Pro- 
visional Order, because that is really a 
most expensive proceeding. There is the 
expense of the Parliamentary Agent, and 
so on; and sometimes, in order to get a 
miserable Committee Provisional Order 
confirmed, there is an expense of £40 or 
£50 incurred. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
that the Provisional Order Rules in Ire- 
land are the same as those of England. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Clause 61 added to the Bill. 


Clauses 62 and 63 added to the Bill. 
Mr. Sheehy. 


{ COMMONS} 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 36, line 17, after ‘juries,’ insert— 

“Provided that a county council shall not 
be authorised to accept any tender for the 
execution of a public work other than the 
lowest tender, as provided by section 23, 
of the Grand Jury (Irland) Aet, 1836. 
Provided that any such order in council may 
provide that a tender and proposal for the 
execution of a public work shall be accom- 
panied with such deposit of money as may be 
prescribed by the Order in Council to ensure 
that the tender is made in good faith, and 
for the forfeiture ef such deposit in case the 
same should not have been made in good 
faith.””—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: This clause enables 
the Lord Lieutenant to regulate the pro- 
cedure of the district council in connec- 
tion with the business transferred to 
them by this Act by the grand jury. 
One of the great changes which the Grand 
Jury Act of 1836 made was that, in the 
first place, it provided that the grand 
jury should not select the person who. 
was to execute the work, but that they 
should give it out to contract, and that 
when they had given it out to contract 
they should accept the lowest tender, 
and the proper carrying out of that 
tender was properly secured. Everybody 
who knows the working of the grand 
jury system knows that that change of 
late has worked properly, and it is well 
known that when there was a different 
procedure there was a great deal of 
jobbery. Now, Sir, the Government pro- 
ceed by this clause to abandon the prin- 
ciple that the lowest tender shall be 
accepted, and it is that change in the 
existing law that I challenge by this 
Amendment. On a previous occasion. 
somebody said that the system did not 
produce good results. Now, I do not 
deny that there are defects in the exist- 
ing system, but I think these defects 
can be improved. I think that, while 
the existing procedure under the grand 
jury makes jobbery in the matter of 
work very largely impossible, there is a 
great deal of it goes on in road contracts. 
In fact, road contracts are a synonym 1n 
Ireland for everything that is tricky. To 
such an extent is this believed that a 
man tried for stealing sheep set up the 
extraordinary defence that they belonged 
to a road contractor. No doubt the 
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present system has led to all sorts of 
devices amongst the contractors for 
getting the better of one another and 
the county, and I quite approve of any 
means for preventing such things. One 
of the commonest of them is to send in 
duplicate tenders. They then watch the 
procedure, and if they see only their own 
tenders they don’t answer. Now, if a 
large sum of money had to accompany 
each contract that would not happen, 
because the money would be a great con- 
sideration to the contractor. Now, the 
course which the right honourable 
Gentleman has taken to cure the evils 
of the present system appears to me to 
be one which is calculated to lead to far 
greater evils. He proposes that it should 
be in the power of the county council not 
to accept the lowest tender, but to dis- 
criminate amongst the contractors and 
to say, “ Here is the lowest tenderer, but 
he is not solvent, and so we will select 
so and so, or another tender, and we 
will give him the contract, although he 
has sent ina tender for a higher amount.” 
Now, there is no doubt that the richt 
honourable Gentleman had in his mind 
the procedure of boards of guardians, 
which are not bound to accept the lowest 
tender. But that is quite a different 
thing, because in the case of boards of 
guardians the contracts are for goods. 
In the case of medicine nothing is more 
common than for a contractor to send in 
a contract for medicine at a low figure, 
and for a contract at a high figure to be 
accepted, because the highest contract 
might turn out to be the cheapest in the 
end. But no difficulties of that kind exist 
in the case of the contracts which will 
go before county councils. Take the case 
of a road contract. Anyone can tell at a 
glance which is the lowest tender, and 
whether the suggested sureties are good 
and whether the contractor is able to 
carry out the work or not. I admit that 
there are cases where at the lowest 
tender it would be impossible for the 
contractor to properly do the work, but 
that is only because there is no effectual 
supervision. How can you get effectual 
supervision when you pay a surveyor £80 
a year to look after 800 miles of road, 
and expect him to keep a horse and 
trap? This Amendment is, in my opinion, 
a most important one, because it affects 
the whole of the county administration 
in Ireland. We are all anxious that this 
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Bill should pass, but that anxiety should 


not, and does not, prevent us from bring- 
ing this matter forward. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: I cordially sup- 
port the Amendment of the honourable 
Member for Cork. If county councils are 
to be at liberty to select any contract at 
will, it will certainly militate against 
competition, and keep back that free and 
healthy competition which is necessary 
to enable the work to be done at a reason- 
able figure. 


Mr. SHEEHY: I am in favour of this 
Amendment. I know in various parts of 
Ireland it is the custom for a contractor 
to put in contracts in his own name and 
in the name of another man. If no com- 
petitor appears on the scene when the 
number of his first tender is called he 
adroitly skips out of the court-house ; 
then when his second tender is called and 
no competitor has appeared he skips in 
again and secures the contract. 


Sm J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, 
Stretford): I am very much surprised to 
hear what the honourable Member for 
Cork says about contracts. My experience 
with regard to both large and small con- 
tracts is that you cannot always depend 
upon the lowest price being the best 
contract. 


Mr. FIELD: My opinion is that the 
lowest tender is often the dearest, 
especially in the case of roads, where it 
sometimes happens that tenders are ac- 
cepted at rates at which it is impossible 
to keep the roads in proper condition. 
Is there anything in this Bill to prevent 


the county council from doing this work 
themselves? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. FIELD: Then it ought to be re- 
moved. The county council of London 
and the county councils of Scotland can do 
this work themselves, and why should 
not we in Ireland if we wish it? The 
system of contracts is all wrong. If it 
pays a contractor to go in and do this 
work and make a large profit out of it, 
why should not it be done by the county 
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councils themselves? The county coun- 
cils ought to be the employers in these 
contracts, and not give the work out. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: I cannot myself 
exactly see what difference exists between 
a contract for breaking stones and a con- 
tract for supplying bricks. Nobody 
denies that the abuses mentioned by the 
honourable Member exist, and the ques- 
tion is, how are these abuses to be pre- 
vented, excepting by some enactment 
which will penalise those persons guilty 
of them. A man who is desirous of 
getting a contract does not depend upon 
his own tender. He gets two or three 
friends to tender as well as himself, and 
then he either assiduously remains in 
court or skips out of it as it suits him. 
If the Amendment of the honourable 
Member for Cork is not accepted, the 
same sort of thing will continue to exist. 
I shall certainly support the honourable 
Member for Cork if he goes to a Division. 


Mr. ATKINSON: A corporation may 
construct works, and so may sanitary 
authorities and boards of guardians, 
hence they are not bound to take the 
lowest tender, but the grand jury are 
bound to accept the lowest tender, but 
every precaution that can be taken is 
taken to see that the offer shall be a 
bond fide one, and that proper security 
shall be given. Everybody who has had 
any experience of the way in which these 
things are done in Ireland, knows that 
the compulsory acceptance of the lowest 
tender has by no means given general 
satisfaction. 


Question put. 
Amendment negatived. 
oD 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 36, line 17, after ‘juries,’ insert— 

““*(3) A county council may with respect to 
any public work, the expenses of which are 
chargeable partly or wholly to the adminis- 
trative county, or upon the recommendation of 
the council of the district with respect to any 
public work, the expenses of which are charge- 
able wholly to a county district, execute such 
work without the intervention of a contractor, 


Mr. Field. 


{COMMONS} 
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and the Act of the twentieth and twenty-first 
years of the reign of Queen Victoria, chapter 
fifteen, shall in such case apply with the 
necessary modifications.’”—(Mr. Shee.) 


Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.) said that 
the Amendment would give the Irish 
county councils the same power as the 
English ones possessed. It was, he 
said, a very important Amendment s0 
far as the work of the Irish county coun- 
cils was concerned. He had expert testi-. 
mony in favour of his Amendment, and 
he proceeded to read to the House the 
evidence of two county surveyors who 
favoured his contention, and which testi- 
mony was practically endorsed by all the 
county surveyors of Ireland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This is a 
matter in which the opinions of county 
surveyors should certainly weigh on the 
House. But as a matter of general prin- 
ciple, are we prepared to allow the county 
councils to have control of their own 
work! I think that the proposal to 
allow the road work to be put out to 
contract meets with the general approval 
of Ireland. 


Mr. DALY: I am very much obliged to 
the right honourable Gentleman, and I 
hope the is not going to accept this 
Amendment. I am sure that, while the 
right honourable Gentleman is ‘doing his 
best, he is not able to please everybody. 
If the county councils take over the 
whole of the roads, that would cause a 
great deal of increased cost. If the 
county councils only make the surveyors 
do their duty, the roads will be kept in 
good repair. Of course, if after a while 
the county councils think that they can 
mend the roads better than by contract 
by all means let them do it. 


Mr. DILLON: No one can deny the 
zeal with which the honourable 
Member has advocated this proposal, 
but in spite of that zeal, I must 
confess that the pursuit of economy 
in some cases leads to waste of 
money. For instance, with regard to 
the county surveyor, I am in favour of 
high salaries, because if you want skilled 
work done properly, you must be pre- 
pared to pay for it. I think that the 
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has raised a very important question, and 
I confess that, for my part, I cannot see 
why the county councils should not have 
the option. They will have quite enough 
to do without being called upon to do 


their own work and employ their own | 


labour. After all, all that the Amendment 
would do would be to allow any county 
council who felt inclined to try the ex- 
periment to try the two systems; and 
the ratepayers, who were the _ best 
judges, will soon see the result. If this 
Amendment were passed the way it 
would work would be this, that certain 
county councils would take a certain 
portion of the roads and employ labour, 
and we can be perfectly certain that if 
it increased the burdens of the rate- 
payers it would soon be put a stop to. 
I think it would be a reasonable thing 
for the experiment to be tried, and 
am therefore in favour of the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. FIELD: The 


been tried, and what has been the re | 


sult? Why, that the ratepayers desire to 
go back to the old system, because the 


contractor has not given satisfaction, and | 
| 


the roads have fallen into a state of 
disrepair, and they want the old system 
so as to get the roads into proper order 
and repair. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I do think there is 
something to be said for permitting 
county councils, in the case of main 
roads, to take the roads into their own 
hands and maintain them. May I ask 


the Government whether it was by a | 


deliberate intention that this contract 


{23 MAy 1898} 


experiment has | 
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honourable Member by this Amendment | system is applied to the county boroughs. 


been maintaining their roads for I do. 
not know how many years, time out of 
mind. It seems to me to be a very 
|extreme measure that, without notice, 
without any inquiry, without consulta- 
| tion with any authorities, this system 
| should be forced upon these county 
boroughs. Thirty or forty years ago 
| the Cork Corporation had transferred 
| to them the power of maintaining their 
|roads, and they have ever since main-. 
| tained them, and now, in the year 1898, 
| they are compelled to adopt, for the first: 
|time, this contract system, whilst other 
| authorities in Ireland are permitted to 
| do as they please in the matter. I can- 
|not believe that the Government have 
made this proposal with a full considera- 
| tion of all its bearings, and I am really 
at a loss to understand what the drafts- 
man had in his head when he drew it 
| up. 

Mr. ATKINSON: It was done in 
order to put the county boroughs in 
| the same position as the ordinary 

boroughs, 


poaky' Because the corporations have 


| 
| 


Mr. CREAN: This would be _ better 
| for the ratepayers, because they 
| would have greater facilities than they 
now have in various directions. I hope 
the right honourable Gentleman will 
re-establish the power of county boards 
to execute their own works if they 
| think it necessary. 


Question put— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 28; 
Noes 111.—-(Division List No. 119.) 


AYES. 


Billson, Alfred 
Caldwell, James 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Crean, Eugene 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Healy, T. M. 





Molloy, Bern 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John G. Swift 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Mandeville, J. Francis 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperarv) 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—- 


(Louth, N.) 


Mr. Shee and Mr. Field. 





ard Charles 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baden-Powell, Sir G. Smyth 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Barry,RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt. Hn.Sir M.H. (Brist’!) 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, R. F. (Lancs, N.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh _ 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
‘Chelsea, Viscount 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
‘Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

‘Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Daly, James 

Dane, Richard M. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 


Mr. Gladstone's 
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NOES. 


Folkestone, Viscount 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) | 


Greville, Captain 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Heath, James 


Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 


Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hutchinson,Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, Col. J.(Ant’m,E. ) 
Milbank, Powlett Charles J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
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Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C, 
Purvis, Robert 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. Jas, 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W,) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarksh.) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Dona! (Westmeath) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (IL. of W.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L.) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 









Committee Progress; to sit 


again this day. 


report 


House resumed. 


MR. GLADSTONE’S FUNERAL. 

THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER reported from the Select 
Committee appointed to consider the cir- 
cumstances relating to the attendance of 
this House at the funeral of the late right 
honourable William Ewart Gladstone on 
28th May ; That they had considered vhe 
matter to them referred, and had agreed 
to the following Report :— 


Your Committee are informed that the 
Earl Marshal has arranged to provide 
places in the South Transept of West- 
minster Abbey for Members desiring to 
attend the funeral of Mr. Gladstone on 
28th May. 


Your Committee recommend that Mem- 
bers should attend in mourning dress ; 
that each Member should be admitted by 
ticket ; ‘ 


and that Members desiring 


| Councillors ; 


| 








places should send in their names to Mr. 
Speaker’s Secretary by 7 p.m. on Wed- 
nesday, 25th May. That provision 
should be made in the front seats for 
Mr. Speaker, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, Ministers, ex-Ministers, and Privy 
and that officers should 
attend at the entrance of the Abbey and 
inside, to prevent unauthorised persons 
entering the seats reserved for the use of 
Members. 

They further recommend that Mem- 
bers attending should assemble in the 
House an hour before the time fixed for 
the funeral; and that Mr. Speaker do 
make such provision as may appear to 
him necessary for the orderly arrange- 
ment of the procession of Members to 
the Abbey. 

That the Clerks and Officers of the 
House, not exceeding 35 in number, shall 
be permitted to accompany the Members 
of the House, and have tickets issued to 
them accordingly. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


House adjourned at 3.40. 
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Private Bill 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 24th May 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the 
Twelve of the clock. 


Chair at 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SOUTHEND-ON-SEA GAS BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments 
agreed to. 


considered, and 


DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BILL. 
(jueen’s Consent signified; Read the 
third time, and passed. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 
Queen’s Consent signified; Read the 
third time, and passed. 


NEATH, PONTARDAWE, AND BRYNA- 
MAN RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 


the third time. 


PLYMOUTH AND STONEHOUSE GAS 
BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


SOUTHAMPTON GAS BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


VOL. LVIII. 


[FourtH Ssrizs.] 
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TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


TURNCHAPEL WHARVES AND WARE- 
HOUSES BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 
129, and 230 be suspended, and that the 


time for depositing Petitions and 
Memorials against Private Bills, or 


against any Bill to confirm any Provi- 
sional Order or Provisional Certificate, 
and for depositing duplicates of any 
Documents relating to any Bill to con- 
firm any Provisional Order or Provisional 
Certificate, be extended to the first day 
on which the House shall sit after the 
Recess.—(The Chairman of Ways and 
Means.) 


GAINSBOROUGH GAS BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


DROGHEDA GAS BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


CROMER GAS BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


EASTON AND CHURCH HOPE P.AILWAY 
(EXTENSION OF TIME) BILL. 
Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


x 





523 Provisional 
BOMBAY, BARODA AND CENTRAL 
INDIA RAILWAY COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 

teported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, 





CRANBROOK AND PADDOCK WOOD 


RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


CROWHURST, SIDLEY AND BEXHILL 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LISKEARD CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
[H.L.] 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MATLOCK URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 





ORDER BILLS. 


PROVISIONAL 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAI 
ORDER BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(HACCONBY FEN) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND): 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 







GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Second Reading deferred till Friday, 
10th June. 


LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL 


EDINBURGH IMPROVEMENT PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order 
made by the Secretary for Scotland, 
under Part I. of The Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, relating to 
the City and Royal Burgh of Edinburgh,” 
ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Anstruther. 


Presented accordingly, and read the 
first time; Referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to he 
printed. [Bill No. 233.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
teported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read a third 
time upon Monday, 6th June. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 

PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro. 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table ; Bill to be read the third 
time upon Monday, 6th June. 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILI. 

Reported, with Amendment  [Provi- 
sional Order confirmed]; Bill, as 
amended, to be considered upon Monday, 
6th June. 


PETITIONS. 
COMPANIES ACT (1867) AMENDMENT 
(No. 2) BILL. 


In favour: From London (5); to lie 
upon the Table. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Against: From Melton Mowbray (3), 
Bath, Hove, Brighton (2), and Worces- 
ter; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: From Rath- 
mines, Norwood, and Tottenham; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 
In favour: From St. Ninian’s, Elgin, 
Kilbirnie, Ayr, and Irvine; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
For alteration: From the Association 
of Baronial High Constables in Ireland ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Edinburgh, Wick, 
Gourock, and Midlothian; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(IRELAND) BILL AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY 
BILL. 

In favour: From Holyhead, Manches- 
ter, and Southwell; to lie upon the 


Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Compton Dundon, 
Glasgow, Lamport, Draughton, Walton, 
Chichester (6), Colchester, Catcott (2), 
Burtle, Aspull, Ashcott, Porthfield, Tiver- 
ton (2), Snodland, Copford, Toller Por- 
corum, Portsmouth, Crowborough, Yard- 
ley, Urmston, Kempston, Maidstone, Man- 
chester, Devonport, (7), Stonehouse (2) 
Preston, Brighton, Crown Hill Tavistock, 
St. Budeaux, Okehampton, Oldham (2) 
Nether Broughton, Plymouth (6), Batley 
(2), Little Lever, Herne Hill, Riddings, 
Appledore, Eldon, Northampton, New- 
bottle, Brook Green, Guestling, Dorking, 
Bishop Wearmouth, Hebburn-on-Tyne, 
Newmarket, Pelton, Hanford, Hastings, 
Gulval, St. Keverne, Madron, Isleham, 
Kerris, Tregavara, Hawick, Grantchester, 
Sunnybrow, Sunderland, Norton, West 
Sleekburn, Tor Point, and Wincanton ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Midlothian; to lie 
upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 
Against: From Manchester; to lie 
upon the Table. 
For alteration: From Rugby; to lie 
upon the Table. 


WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE BILL. 
Against: From Mining Association of 


“ear : tT.) 
Great Britain; to lie upon the Table. 


X 2 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PATENTS, DESIGNS AND TRADE 


MARKS, WITH APPENDICES, FOR 
THE YEAR 1697. 
Return [presented 23rd May] to be 
printed. [No. 214.] 


EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS. 

Return presented relative thereto 
[Address 29th April ; Mr. Jesse Collings], 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 215.] 


POLLING DISTRICTS (WEST RIDING 
OF YORKSHIRE). 

Copy presented of Orders made by the 
County Council of the West Riding of 
Yorkshire, constituting Polling Districts 
and Polling Places within the Riding [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY AND ARMY (COST OF 
ADMINISTRATION). 
Return presented relative thereto 
{Address 18th February ; Lord Charles 
Beresford]; to lie upon the Table. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 

Copy ordered “oi Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
“lectric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
13) Bill.’—( Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 

upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
216.) 
Copv ordered “ of Memorandum stating 
the noture of the proposals contained in 
the Provisional Orders included in the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (Np. 
14) Bill. "—(Vr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
217.] 
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Bills. 


NAVY AND MARINES. 
Return ordered “of numbers of Com- 
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missioned Officers, Subordinate and 
Warrant Officers, Petty Officers, Men, 
and Boys of the Executive Branch, En- 
gvineer Branch, and other Branches of the 
Royal Navy, borne on the Ist of April, 
1858, 1868, 1878, 1888, and 1898 respec- 
tively, excluding Pensioners and Re. 
serves; and a similar Return of the 
numbers of the Commissioned, Warrant, 
and Non-Commissioned Officers and Men 
of the Royal Marine Force.”—/ Sir John 
Colomb.) 


NEW BILLS. 


BANKRUPTCY ACT (1883) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

“To amend The Bankruptcy Act, 
1883,” ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
brynmor Jones, Mr. Carson, Mr. Greene, 
Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Lawson Walton, 
Mr. Ascroft, and Mr. Lloyd George. 


Presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
22nd June, and to be printed. [Bill No. 
234.] 


TRUCK ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Truck Acts,” ordered 
to be brought in by Captain Norton, 
Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Davitt, Mr. 
Jacoby, Mr. Logan, and Mr. Woods. 


Presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 
6th June, and to be printed. [Bill No. 
235. ] 


VEXATIOUS ACTIONS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To prevent Vexatious Legal Proceed- 
ings in Scotland,” ordered to be broughi 
in by Mr. John Wilson (Govan), Mr. Hal- 
dane, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. Ren- 
shaw, and Sir William Dunn. 


Presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 
20th June, and to be printed. [Bill No. 
236.] 
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PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To make further provision with re- 
spect to the relief of Pauper Children in 
Ireland; and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith” ; ordered to be brought 
in by Sir John Colomb, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
T. M. Healy, Mr. William Johnston, and 
Mr. John Redmond. 


Presented, and read the first time: to 
he read a second time upon Thursday, 
9th June, and to be printed. [Bill No. 


9o7 ] 


al. 


UNION OF BENEFICES BILL. 
“To amend The Union of Benefices 
Act, 1860” ; ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Balfour, and 
My. Solicitor General. 


Presented, and read the first time: to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 6th 


June, and to be printed. [Bill No. 238.] 


QUESTIONS. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): On behalf of the honourable Mem- 
ber for the Mansfield Division of Notting- 
hamshire, I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion whether, in view of the interest 
attaching to the operation of the Volun- 
tary Schools Act, he will grant a Return 
of the associations, with their areas and 
the number of representatives in each ; 
the several schools which have objected 
to join an association and have been 
refused a grant, with the grounds of such 
objection; the purposes to which the 
grants are to be applied; and the sub- 
scriptions and total income of each 
school for the year 1897-98? 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The Return of associations and of schools 
which have objected to join and been 
refused a grant can be given. The special 
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aid grant made to each school will be 
given in next year’s Report, and the 
Committee of Council will consider what 
information as to the purposes to which 
the grants have been applied can be 
added. To give the subscriptions and 
total income of each school for 1897-98 
is impracticable. 


Mr. CHANNING: Wil the right 
honourable Gentleman obtain the grounds 
of objection to joining associations ! 


Sir J. GORST: I have said the Com- 
mittee of Council will consider what 
information shall be given. 


PETROLEUM. 

Mr. ASCROFT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether, having regard to the 
large number of deaths which annually 
occur in the United Kingdom in connec- 
tion with the use of petroleum, and to 
the great weight of evidence given before 


the Petroleum Committee in favour 
of raising the minimum flash point 
for petroleum, he will invite the 
Committee to immediately present 


an interim Report upon this portion 
of the inquiry, with a view to the 
introduction during the prescnt Session 
of a short Bill, with the object of at 
once checking the deplorable loss of life 
which now occurs! 


UNDER SECRETARY vo THE 
HOME OFFICE (Mr. Jesse CoLLines, 
Birmingham, Bordesley): The Com- 
mittce have finished taking evidence, and 
are engaged in drawing up their Report, 
which will be presented to Parliament at 
the earliest possible date. 


Tue 


CUSTOMS WATCHERS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether he is aware that, under 
General Order 2-1897, Customs watchers 
are authorised by the Board of Customs to 
charge overtime before and after the legal 
Customs hours when employed on certain 
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531 Achil Island 
duties, the overtime in all such cases 
being paid for by the Dock Companies 
and wharfingers; whether he is aware 
that on some stations in the port of 
London watchers are allowed to charge 
overtime under this order, and on cther 
stations are prevented from doing so by 
the Customs authorities, although the 
duties performed are identical; and 
whether he will cause an inquiry to be 
made on the different stations with a 
view to equality of treatment throughout 
the port of London? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro tue 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvury, Pres- 
ton): I believe that the regulations of 
the Order referred to are observed at all 
the stations in the port of London, and 
that there is not any irregularity of 
treatment of the watchers employed. 


WEI-HAI-WEI. 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
port of Wei-hai-Wei has been or is to 
be leased from the Government for mili- 
tary purposes alone, as stated in this 
House by the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, or on the same terms as Russia 
has leased Port Arthur and Talienwan, 
as stated by the Marquess of Salisbury in 
No. 150 of the recently issued Chinese 
Correspondence; whether our Govern- 
ment has received any later assurances 
from Russia that Port Arthur and Talien- 
wan would be open to Foreign trade 
like other Chinese ports, as stated in 
No. 120 of the Chinese Correspondence ; 
and whether the dispatch from our Go- 
vernment spontaneously intimating to the 
German Government that we would not 
call in question their rights or interests 
in the province of Shantung, or lay down 
railway communication from Wei-hai-Wei 
to the interior, and the reply of the 
German Government thereto, are docu- 
ments of such a confidential character 
that they are not to be laid before the 
House, or, if they are to be laid before 
the House, when this will be done? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire,” Southport): Both 


Captain Norton. 
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Relief Fund. 


statements are correct, and there does 
not appear to be any contradiction 
between them. The latest Russian 
assurances as regards Port Arthur and 
Talienwan are contained in inclosure 2 
to No. 151, on page 64 of the Chinese 
Correspondence. The declaration made 
by Her Majesty’s Government with regard 
to Wei-hai-Wei was published at Berlin, 
and has been reproduced in the press. 
The reply of the German Government 
was merely an acknowledgment of the 
same. 
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ACHIL ISLAND RELIEF FUND. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a large sum of money, nearly 
£1,000, being the balance of a fund col- 
lected for the relief of families belongiag 
to a number of people who had resided in 
Achil Island, and who had been drowned 
some years since, and that this residue 
had been deposited with the Congested 
Districts Board for some permanent im- 
provement of the inhabitants of that 
island; and whether, seeing that the 
committee of this fund who deposited this 
money with the board were desirous 
that this money should be applied to the 
erection of a pier at Dugort, and that the 
Congested Districts Board are willing, if 
their resources allowed, to make a grant 
of £500, he will recommend to the Trea- 
sury that the provisions of the Act 29 
and 30 Vic., c. 45, passed for the encour- 
agement of sea fisheries in Ireland, should 
be applied to the erection of a fishery 
pier at Dugort, and that the Treasury 
should sanction a grant for the sum re 
quired for this work, and the Commis- 
sioners of Public Works in Ireland be 
authorised to undertake and commence it 
without delay? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY 10 THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp Batrour (Leeds, Central): 
The facts are substantially as stated in 
the first paragraph. The amount in the 
hands of the Congested Districts Board 
for the purpose indicated is £926. The 
question of erecting a pier at Dugort has 
been engaging the attention of the 
Government, who are in communication 
on the subject with the Commissioners of 
Public Works. 
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CYCLE COMPANIES. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
ident of the Board of Trade whether it is 
a fact that the Dunlop Cycle Company, 
with a share capital of £5,000,000, is 
now reduced in value to £3,000,000 ; 
whether it is a fact that the Simpson 
Lever Chain Company, which was floated 
with a capital of £1,000,000, of which 
£900,000 was subscribed, is now valued, 
according to Stock Exchange quotations, 
at a figure under £6,000; whether his 
attention has been directed to the reve- 
lations in the recent Grappler Company 
case; and whether, under these circum- 
stances, the Government will grant a 
Board of Trade inquiry respecting the 
promotion and management of cycle 
companies ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Ritrcure, Croydon): 
I have no means of forming an estimate 
of the value placed by the Stock Exchange 
upon the shares of joint stock companies. 
I have seen in the newspapers an account 
of the proceedings in the law courts re- 
ferred to, but I do not find anything in 
them that would warrant a departmental 
inquiry. 


PROMOTION OF LIMITED LIABILITY 
COMPANIES. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
‘dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
Government will consider the advisability 
of bringing in a Measure to amend the 
law regulating limited liability com- 
panies, especially with regard to their 
promotion and management ; and whether 
it can be arranged that information and 
‘publicity shall be given to investors re 
specting the amount of capital to be 
‘taken by the promoters? 


Tue PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 
TRADE: I think the honourable Mem- 
ber cannot had his attention 
‘directed to a Measure on this subject 
brought before Parliament by the 
‘Government and now under consideration 
an another place. 


have 
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DISTRESS IN THE WEST OF IRELAND. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he has read the Report of 
the Mansion House Relief Committee, 
whose funds are exhausted ; and whether 
the Local Government Board will increase 
the employment at Clifden Prior, 
Cahirciveen, and other places where the 
distress is exceptionally acute! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It was 
stated in newspaper reports of the 19th 
instant that the funds of the Mansion 
House Relief Committee were at that 
date exhausted. The employment of 554 
heads of families, representing about 
2,000 people, has been authorised in the 
Clifden Union, and the Local Govern- 
ment Board are prepared to consent to 
the guardians of this and other unions 
in which works have been opened placing 
on the works all persons who are ascer- 
tained to be properly eligible for relief 
from the rates. The Cahirciveen Guar- 
dians have so far declined to adopt a 
labour test as a condition on which relief 
is given to persons requiring it, and no 
employment has, therefore, been afforded: 
by them in the locality. In the event of 
the guardians deciding to open suitable 
works, the Government will be prepared 
to give the guardians financial aid in 
carrying them out. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
CLAREMORRIS UNION. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will inquire from the 
Claremorris Union why the application 
made by the Ballyhaunis labourers for 
the erection of cottages has been ad- 
journed four times, although Dr. Crean, 
of Ballyhaunis, reported in February last 
labourers are badly housed here as in 
most other places hereabouts; and 
whether he will order the Local Govern- 
ment Board to move in this matter? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Local 
Government Board are in communication 
with the guardians in reference to this 
matter. 









































































TUNISIAN TARIFF. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if Her 
Majesty’s Government is aware that 
under date the Znd instant a decree was 
published at Tunis by the French Resi- 
dent General, levying increased duties 
upon all imported goods other than 
French goods, most of which are to be 
admitted free, and making such duties 
applicable to all stocks of an alcoholic 
nature, although imported prior to the 
decree and in ignorance thereof; and, if 
instructions will be given to the Queen’s 
Consul General to support, by all means 
in his power, the appeal made against 
such retrospective action by the British 
subjects injured thereby, having regard 
to the terms of the Anglo-Tunisian Treaty 
of 19th July, 1875, which provides that 
imported goods on which the customs 
duty has been paid shall not be  sub- 
jected to any other duty or tax? 


Mr. CURZON: I have seen the Decree 
mentioned in the first paragraph of my 
honourable and gallant Friend’s Ques- 
tion. I have not heard of the appeal by 
British subjects mentioned in the second 
paragraph, but I would remind my 
honourable Friend that the Treaty of 
1875 expired from October 15th, 1897, 
when the new Convention was ratified 
and came into force. I will, however, 
inquire into the matter, and will com- 
municate with Her Majesty’s Consul 
General at Tunis with respect to it. 


BALLYCOTTON HARBOUR. 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether, in view of the fact that 
the absence of a light at the entrance of 
Ballycotton Harbour, county Cork, con- 
stitutes a serious danger to fishing aud 
other vessels on dark nights, steps will 
be taken to establish a small light either 
on the pier or breakwater? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tus BOARD or 
TRADE: I am informed by the Commis- 
sioners of Irish Lights that the light 
suggested by the honourable and gallaat 
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Member would not be for the benefit of 
general navigation, which is sufficiently 
protected by the existing lighthouse. If 
a light on the pier or breakwater is 
required for fishing and other vessels 
using Ballycotton Harbour, it should be 
placed there at the expense of the 
locality, and would not be one which 
ought to be paid for out of the generas 
lighthouse fund. 


HOSPITAL OF ST. BARTHOLOMEW, 
NEAR OXFORD. 


Sir W. FOSTER (Derbyshire, Ilke» 
ton): I beg to ask the honourable Mem- 


ber for Thirsk, as representing the 
Charity Commissioners, whether they 
have received from Oriel College the 


accounts of the charity called the Hospi. 
tal of St. Bartholomew, near Oxford, for 
the year 1897; and, if so, whether they 
will supply a copy to persons interested ; 
and whether the Charity Commissioners, 
before recommending acceptance of the 
proposals now made Oriel Colleg> 
with regard to this charity, will take the 
opinion of the standing Counsel of the 
Charity Commission with respect to the 
same / 


by 


Viscount VALENTIA (Oxford): At 
the same time, may I ask the honourable 
Member for the Thirsk Division of York- 
shire, as representing the Charity Com- 
missioners, whether Oriel College, Ox- 
ford, is placing the current 
arising from the lands and other pro- 
perty of the Hospital of St. Bartholo 
mew, near Oxford, to a suspense account 


income 


pending the settlement of the questions 
with regard to the charity which have 
been before the Charity Commissioners, 
or whether the college is carrying the: 
said income to the corporate revenues of 
the college, and, if the latter, whether it 
is being done with the concurrence and. 
assent of the Charity Commissioners! 
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Tos PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): The Commis 
have not yet received the 
accounts. When they are rendered the 
Commissioners will be prepared to 
supply a copy to any person interested. 
The Commissioners will deal with this 
case, as they deal with all such cases, 
upon their own responsibility. The Com- 
missioners have reason to believe that 
Oriel College is placing to a suspense 
account the stipends and allowances 
which the college acknowledges to be 
payable in respect of the places now 
vacant among the brethren of the hos- 
pital. Pending the settlement of the 
claims of the charity upon the college 
the Commissioners have no power to 
require the college to carry the income 
derived from the former property of the 
hospital to any senarate account. 


sioners 


Sir W. FOSTER: Is the honourable 
Member aware that considerable doubt 
exists as to the legality of the proposed 
scheme, as these funds were left for pure 
charity, and ought not to be used for any 
other purpose ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I think the 
House will agree it would not be right 
for me, speaking on behalf of the Com- 
missioners, to answer such a question. I 
must ask for notice. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN DOWN- 
PATRICK UNION. 

Mr. McCARTAN (Down, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the number of labourers’ cottages within 
the union of Downpatrick ; whether he 
can state what wag the report of the 
Local Government Board inspector who 
held an inquiry on the subject in Down- 
patrick ; and if some step will be taken 
with the view to provide sufficient and 
proper accommodation for the labourers 
living within the union} 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No cottagea 
have been provided in this union under 
the Labourers Acts. The inquiry men- 
tioned in the second paragraph was 
held so far back as January, 1895. It 
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had reference to the question of erect- 
ing cottages in one electoral division onlv 
in the union, and the inspector felt him-- 
self unable to recommend that the guar- 


dians should be required to carry out. 


an improvement scheme for this division. 
If the persons who signed the repre- 
sentations to the guardians apply to the 
Local Government Board for an inquiry,. 
the propriety of acceding to the appli- 
cation will be considered. No steps can 
be taken in the direction of compelling, 
the guardians to provide cottages except 
in pursuance of such an application and. 
such an inquiry. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE IN INDIA. 

Sir W. FOSTER: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether- 
he is aware that at present uneducated. 
and unqualified persons have as much 
right to practise medicine in India as 


fully qualified practitioners ; and whether,. 


in view of the danger to which the Indian 
people are thereby exposed, he will con- 
sider the advisability of instituting a 
system of registration for medical prac- 
titioners similar to that which exists in 
Great Britain and Ireland. 


Tue SECRETARY 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The answer to the first branch 
of the question is in the aftirmative,. 
and that to the second branch in tho 
negative. It would be, in my judgment, 


impossible, in the present condition of 


India, to prevent the people of that coun- 


try from resorting to native practitioners, . 


even though they may be regarded by 
Europeans as not fully educated or quati- 
fied for the work they undertake. 


RHODESIA. 


Mr. J. L. MORGAN (Carmarthen- 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of” 
State for the Colonies (1) whether, under- 


the new constitution of Rhodesia, there 
will be any means by which holders of 
land or minerals by grant from native- 
owners prior to grants to the Chartered 
Company will be able to establish or- 
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enforce their rights in a Court of 
Law; (2) whether under the High 
Commissioner’s Proclamation, having 
the force of law in Rhodesia, no 
such grant is receivable in evi- 
dence unless it has been previously 
approved by the Secretary of State; (3) 
whether any, and, if so, what concessions 
in Rhodesia to others than the Chartered 
Company have been approved by the 
Secretary of State; (4) whether there is 
any form of judicial inquiry by which the 
Secretary of State can be guided as to 
the questions of fact and Native Law 
which must be determined in order to 
ascertain whether any concession was 
validly granted ; (5) whether he is aware 
that the African-Portuguese Syndicate, 
-composed of Mr. Reuben Bemingfield and 
other colonists of position in Natal and 
“Cape Colony, have for many years past 
been endeavouring to secure a legal deter- 
mination of their alleged rights under 
grant from the Chief Umtassa, but have 
been unable to do so, although succes- 
sive Secretaries of State have declared 
the matter to be one for judicial deter- 
mination; and whether a proclamation 
will be issued by the High Commissioner 
enabling such a determination to be 
given? 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamperuarn, 
Birmingham, W.): (1) No fresh provi- 
sions on this point are contemplated in 
the new Order in Council. (2) No such 
grant can be recognised by any Court of 
Law unless approved by the Secretary 
of State. (3) I am not aware of any. 
(4) There is no established machinery 
for this purpose. (5) The claims of the 
African-Portuguese Syndicate have been 
before the Secretary of State for some 
years past. I cannot find that my pre 
decessors have declared the matter to be 
one subject to judicial determination. I 
myself, on the production by the Syndi- 
cate of some further evidence, made a 
suggestion with a view to bringing the 
matter before a Court of Law; but this 
‘suggestion has not been acted upon; and 
I am not prepared to state what further 
steps, if any, I shall take in the matter. 
The whole question has formed the sub- 
ject of voluminous correspondence, and 
it is impossible to give full explanations 
in answer to a question in Parliament. 


Mr. J. L. Morgan. 
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HIGHLAND COUNTY COUNCILS AND 
PIER CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate, having 
regard to the fact that under the Hich- 
lands and Islands Works Act, 1891, cer- 
tain powers devolved on county councils 
in regard to the construction and main- 
tenance of piers, and that these powers 
do not now exist in conjunction with ths 
newly created Congested Districts Board, 
will he state whether the Government 
propose to taka any action in the matter ; 
and, if so, what? 


Tus LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granau 
Murray, Buteshire): The question of the 
method in which, and the local authori- 
ties through which, the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board should exercise any powers 
they possess in connection with the pro 
vision of piers in congested districts is 
at present under consideration of the 
Board. The provisions of the Act of 1891 
are fully in view. 


RABIES IN KENT. 

Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge): 
I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether any 
case of rabies has been reported in the 
neighbourhood of Tunbridge and Tun- 
bridge Wells since the case of the mad 
dog which came from Croydon and was 
destroyed near Tunbridge last October ; 
and, if not, whether it is the intention of 
the Department shortly to take off the 
Muzzling Order? 


Tuz PRESIDENT or tat BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): Since the occurrence 
of the case to which my honourable 
Friend refers the places nearest to Tun- 
bridge from which rabies has been re 
ported have been Croydon and Wychling. 
which are about twenty miles east and 
west of that town respectively. In view 
of the past history of the disease in Kent 
and of the local circumstances, it would 
be premature for me as yet to relax the 
Muzzling Orders now in force in that 
county, but the position has much im- 
proved, and I hope it may not be very 
long before I am in a position to give 
effect to the representations which I have 
received on the subject. 
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BELLAGHY POOR LAW ELECTION. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Local Government 
Board have refused a re-count of the 
votes in the recent poor law election held 
in the Bellaghy Division of the Maghera- 
felt Union; whether a statement has 
been laid before the Board by one of 
the defeated candidates alleging that 
several ratepayers entitled to vote 
received no papers, and that in conse- 
quence of this illegal proceeding he was 
defeated by one vote; and whether it 
is customary in such cases to grant a 
re-count or inquiry? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
knowledge of the matters alleged in this 
Question, but I have referred it for in- 
quiry to the Local Government Board. 


PERFORMING BEARS IN PUBLIC 
STREETS. 

Mr. JAMES ROCHE (Galway, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether, having 
regard to the well-known and dangerous 
effect upon horses of the sight or smeil 
of a live bear, and to the recent lament- 
able accident resulting in the death of a 
child in London on the 18th instant, 
which was caused by the bolting of a 
horse on meeting a performing bear in 
Marylebone Road, he will direct the 
police to prevent the exhibition in the 
thoroughfares of live bears in any part 
of the kingdom? 


The following Questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper :— 


Cotonen DALBIAC (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if his attention 
has been called to the recent fatal acci- 
dent in the Marylebone Road caused by 
the presence of a bear in the public 
street; and, if so, will he now take 
measures to absolutely forbid these per- 
Jormances ¢ 


Cotonesn WYNDHAM MURRAY 
(Bath): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that a fatal accident lately 
occurred in the streets in consequence of 
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a horse being startled by a performing 
bear; and whether he can now take 
steps to stop this performance in London, 
and so prevent the recurrence of such 
accidents } 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THs 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
Riptey, Lancs., Blackpool): My atten- 
tion has been called to this unfortunate 
accident, but there is no power for the 
general prohibition of these performs 
ances. The matter is one which can, to 
some extent, be dealt with by by-laws, 
and a reasonable by-law will always be 
favourably considered by the Home 
Office. 


FRY COMMISSION. 


Cotonst WARING (Down, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, what is the cause 
of the delay in the publication of the 
evidence taken before the Fry Commis- 
sion, and when we may expect it to be 
in the hands of Members? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I was 
recently informed by the printer that 
the circulation of the evidence only 
awaited the completion of the index, 
which was in the hands of the late 
Secretary to the Commission. I have no 
further information on the subject. The 
matter does not rest with the Irish 
Government. 


TREASURY CLAIMS ON KILKENNY. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Corporation of Kilkenny 
has to pay to the Treasury an annual 
sum of £50 for a patent to hold fairs, 
£55 per year rent for the old gaol and 
the city grand jury premises, and also 
£22 per year as rent charges to the Irish 
Land Commission ; whether, seeing that 
the premises for which the £55 rent is 
charged were originally the property of 
the ratepayers, and that when acquiring 
them the Government paid no compen- 
sation to the ratepayers, will he take 
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steps to relieve them of this rent; 
whether the Treasury bears any of the 
cost of the fairs in Kilkenny ; and, if not, 
whether he is prepared to urge upon the 
Treasury the advisability of waiving its 
claim for this impost upon the Corpora- 
tion, which has to expend large sums in 
making provision for those fairs; 
whether he can explain what this £22 
rent charge is for; and, whether he pro- 
poses to insert in the Local Government 
(Ireland) Bill a provision to remit all or 
any of those charges! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have not 
had time to look into this matter, but I 
think it is most improbable that it 
could be dealt with as sugeested in the 
last paragraph of the Question. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN: I will repeat the 
Question on the 6th June. 


CONTRACT ADVERTISING. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the Treasury will consider the 
advisability of requiring the spending 
department in Ireland to advertise all 
contracts locally, with a view to 
economy 3 


Mr. HANBURY: It is certainly my 
desire that contracts under Departments 
connected with the Treasury should be 
advertised in such a way as to ensure the 
greatest efficacy as well as economy, and 
I am considering the matter. 


Mr. PATRICK O’RRIEN: Is not the 
right honourable Gentleman aware 
that yesterday the Under Secretary of 
State for War admitted that sn impor- 
tant contract had been given in Kilkenny 
to an outsider, and that it was not ad- 
vertised ? 


Mr. HANBURY: That had nothing to 
do with the Treasury. 


IRISH FISHING INDUSTRY. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he has received a memorial 
from the Arklow Boatowners’ and Fisher- 
Mr. P. O'Brien. 
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men’s Association; and whether the 
Government will give favourable cop- 
sideration to the various requirements set 
forth in that memorial so as to place the 
Irish fishing industry on an equality as 
to funds, brands, communication, and 
facilities as those enjoyed by English 
and Scotch fishermen? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I received 
the memorial yesterday ; the representa- 
tions which it contains will receive con- 
sideration. 


TITHE AND LOCAL RATES. 

Carrain CHALONER (Wilts, West- 
bury): I beg to ask the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to put the official 
incomes of parochial incumbents which 
consist of tithe on the same footing as 
all other official stipends in respect of 
local rates; and whether, taking into 
consideration the great hardships which 
arise under the present system, he will 
endeavour to deal with this question at 
an early date? 


Tus CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): Any Question as to a Bill dealing 
with the law of rating should be ad- 
dressed to the President the Local 
Government Board rather than to me; 
but, in speaking on this subject last 
Session, I pointed out the difficulty of 
dealing with it apart from other ques 
tions affecting local taxation, and I am 
afraid I am not in a position at present 
to add anything to what I then said. 


of 


LIGHT DUES ON BALTIC SHIPPING. 

Mr. DOUGHTY (Great Grimsby): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he could state to the House 
what is the amount of light dues at pre 
sent paid on one voyage by a steamer of 
1,000 tons register trading from the port 
of Grimsby to the Baltic, and what will 
be the dues payable by a similar steamer 
on one voyage should the Mercantile 
Marine Bill become law in its present 
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form ; and whether, if it should appear 
that the light dues then payable will be 
largely increased, he will modify the 
scale of dues to be levied on vessels to 
the Baltic ports, so that British steamers 
and British merchants trading there 
should not be further handicapped by 
the burden of increased light dues? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tae BOARD oF 
TRADE: The amount of dues at present 
paid on a steamer of 1,000 tons register 
trading from Grimsby to the Baltic is 
£1 1s. the outward voyage, and £1 8s. 4d. 
for the return voyage. These pay- 
ments are levied for every voyage made 
during the year. Under the scale pro- 
posed in the Mercantile Marine Fund the 
amount will be £11 9s. 2d. for each 
voyage, but with exemption after six 
payments during the year. The ques- 
tion whether the new system will in- 
vrease the charge depends, therefore, on 
the number of voyages undertaken during 
the year. Power is taken in the Bill for 
dealing with exceptional cases which may 
arise after the effect of the new scale has 
been ascertained. 


REMISSIONS OF DEATH DUTIES. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether his attention has been 
given to the Report of the Public 
Accounts Committee, dated 5th May, 
1867, that the remission of the death 
duties on property in this country to the 
value of £209,050, passing by the death 
of the late Emperor of Russia, was made 
against the law, and that the Treasury 
had in this case decided by executive 
act to dispense with a payment to the 
Exchequer which they had no power 
to remit, and to the consequent recom- 
mendation of the Committee that when- 
ever a dispensing power is exercised by 
or with the sanction of the Treasury 
involving any important principle or sub- 
stantial amount of money by abandon- 
ment of claim on account of revenue, a 
statement of the fact should be presented 
for the information of and, where neces- 
sery, for ratification by Parliament ; 
whether, in consequence of this Report, 
a Treasury Minute was made on 31st 
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December, 1897, whereby the Commis- 
sioners of Inland Revenue were informed 
that the Treasury proposed to ask Par- 
liament for a statutory power to remit 
duty in cases in which an abandonment 
of claim to revenue is founded on a fixed 
principle and applies to classes of tax- 
payers, and were instructid to consider 
what cases there are that may be said 
to fall under this category, and to have 
clauses prepared for consideration in 
connection with the introduction of the 
annual Finance Bill; whether such 
clauses have been prepared ; why no such 
clauses have been embodied in the 
Finance Bill, 1898; and what steps he 
proposes to take in order to carry out 
the recommendation of the Public 
Accounts Committee? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: The Treasury Minute ex- 
pressed an opinion that remission of 
taxation founded on a fixed principle of 
general application affecting classes 
should, whenever possible, be made the 
subject of specific legislative enactment. 
Proposals for this object have been before 
me; but on full consideration it seemed 
inappropriate to insert them in the 
annual Finance Bill, as they have no 
special reference to the finance of the 
year. I propose to introduce a separate 
Bill dealing with this and other matters 
of the same kind. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right honourable Gentleman in the mean- 
time see that the Treasury does not go 
against the law by making remissions 
which it has no power to make? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Yes, Sir; it 
is in the Question. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It is a suggestion 
by the honourable Member as to certain 
action. 


ABBEY MANSIONS FATALITY. 


CotoneL Sir H. VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether the block of buildings at Abbey 
Mansions, Victoria Street, at which the 
roof recently fell, was exempt from the 
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provisions of the London Building Act, 
1894, by reason of any exemption or privi- 
lege attaching to the Crown or to the Com- 
missioners of Works; whether the Com- 
missioners of Works had through any 
officer or officers supervised or prescribed 
the structural construction or solidity of 
the building, or whether any responsi- 
bility in regard thereto was undertaken 
by the Commissioners or their officers ; 
whether the County Council had ever 
brought to the attention of the Commis- 
sioners the question of exemption, or 
inquired whether any exemption was 
claimed ; and whether the Commissioners 
caused the height of the building ta be 
raised ! 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS ( Mr. A. Axers-DovuGias, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I am advised that no 
exemption whatever from the Building 
Act, and no privilege, can attach to the 
building by reason of any Government 
exemption or privilege. An agreement 
was entered into last November’ under 
which in certain eventualities the Com- 
missioners of Works might have become 
lessees of the building when fully com- 
pleted; but until then they had no 
present interest in it, and they have 
never been in occupation. My Depart- 
ment has exercised no supervision what- 


ever, nor made any prescription in 
regard tothe matter; and no re- 
sponsibility in regard to the struc- 


tural construction or solidity attached 
to the Department, or was under- 
taken by it. The County Council never 
brought the matter to the attention of 
the Department, and made no such in- 
quiry. If they had, they would have 
been informed that no exemption existed 
so far as the Crown was affected. The 
Office of Works did not cause the height 
of the building to be raised. 


’98 CELEBRATION AT KILRUSH. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): On behalf 
of the honourable and gallant Member 
for West Clare I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland: Is he aware that on Friday, 20th 
May, at Kilrush, Head Constable Thomp- 
son, Sergeant Wall, and Constable 


Colonel Sir Howard Vincent. 
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M‘Cullough, of the Police force, Kilrush, 
without authority and without invitation 
intruded into a meeting of Nationalists 
at the Assembly Rooms, Kilrush, held for 
the purpose of forming a branch of the 
"98 Club to celebrate the centenary of 
1798, and only after considerable remon. 
strance these constables were induced ty 
withdraw ; and will he forbid police con. 
stables to intrude at meetings in Ireland 
called for constitutional and legitimate 
purposes? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg at the 
same time to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is 
aware that the Head Constable, accom- 
panied by two of his men, attended a 
meeting of the Kilrush 798 Club on the 
20th instant, in spite of the protests of 
the Chairman of the Town Commis- 
sioners, Mr. L. O’Brien ; and, if so, upon 
whose authority the police acted! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
making inquiry into the statements con- 
tained in these Questions, which only 
appeared on the Paper this morning for 
the first time. 


INDIAN CURRENCY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India which 
are the non-official members of the Indian 
Currency Committee who are gentlemen 
of experience in connection with India! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I think my honourable Friend 
will find that all the non-official Members 
either are gentlemen of experience in 
connection with India or represent great 
financial and commercial interests closely 
connected with or affected by the Indian 
currency question. 


BENEFICES BILL. 
Mr. S. SMITH (Flintshire): I beg to 


ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the Benefices Bill, which stands 
as first Order for Monday, 6th June, will 
be proceeded with that day; or, if not, 
when it is likely to come on? 
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Tus CHANCELLOR or tus EX- 
CHEQUER: The Benefices Bill will not 
be taken on 6th June. But until public 
business is further advanced it will not 
be possible to fix a day for proceeding 
with the Bill. 


AMERICAN WAR REVENUE BILL. 

Sir G. BADEN-POWELL (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he can give any further information as 
to the proposed abandonment of the 
clause in the War Revenue Bill before 
the Congress of the United States, which 
imposes extra and heavy tonnage dues 
on vessels visiting American. ports? 


Mr. CURZON: We have heard that 
the clause in question has been struck 
out by the Committee of the Senate. 


IRISH DAILY MAIL SERVICE. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Secre- 


tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he has 
received the Report of the Committee 
appointed to inquire into the desirability 
of accelerating the Irish day mails 
between Euston and Dublin ; and whether 
he has any statement to make on the 
subject ? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Committee was 
appointed on the 6th December last. 
The Reports were only signed on the 
17th instant. The evidence extends over 
200 pages of small print, and there are 
two conflicting Reports, each signed by 
two members. The opinion of the Post 
Office upon the Report has to be obtained 
before the Treasury can come to a final 
decision. The Reports are confidential, 
and I do not understand how they came 
to appear in full in the Jrish Daily 
Independent of 18th May—the morning 
after they were signed. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right honourable 
Gentleman certain that a copy of this 
Report appeared in a Dublin paper last 
Tuesday ? 
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Mr. HANBURY: Yes, I was very much 
surprised to see it. I think it must have 
been a breach of confidence, for it ap- 
peared on the very morning of the day 
after it was signed. 


IRISH LIGHTS BOARD. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that the Chamber of Commerce 
of Dublin and the Chamber of Commerce 
of Belfast are desirous to have the Irish 
Lights Board reconstituted, and whether 
the Government will bring in a Bill for 
that purpose; also whether the Govern- 
ment intend to bring in a Bill to reform 
the existing Irish Lights Board, or 
whether it will assist any Private 
Member’s Bill for such reform? 


TRADE: The Chambers of Commerce of 
Dublin and Belfast have presented 
memorials to the Irish Government in 
favour of the reconstruction of the 
Irish Lights Board, but I am not 
prepared to bring in a Bill for that pur- 
pose, nor to promise support to a Bill 
which I have not seen. 


GOVERNMENT BRAND FOR IRISH 
CURED FISH. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that there 
is at present no Government brand for 
Irish cured fish; and whether, in view 
of the advantage which this privilege 
confers upon English and Scotch fisher- 
men, steps will be taken to place Irish 
fishermen upon an equality in this 
respect? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: TI believe 
the fact is as stated in the first para- 
graph. Legislation would be necessary 
to provide for a branding fee, and the 
punishment of any infringement of a 
brand, and I cannot give any under- 
taking to introduce legislation in this 
direction without further inquiry. 





Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or’ 
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Captain DONELAN: Will the right 


honourable Gentleman make further 
Anquiry ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes. 
Mr. FLYNN: If a Bill is brought in 


~will the right honourable Gentleman 
support it? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
promise that without seeing it. 


I cannot 


IRISH FISHERMEN’S LOANS. 

Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether loans could be made to 
Irish fishermen on more favourable terms 
than those now prevailing for the pur- 
chasse and building of fishing boats, pro- 
‘viding gear and curing establishments? 


Mr. HANBURY: The loans made by 
the Board of Works for these purposes 
out of the balance of the seacoast and 
Fisheries Fund remaining in the hands 
of that Board are made at 24 per cent. 
interest, and repayable in ten years. I 
do not think the rate of interest too 
high, and the period for repayment is as 
long as the purposes of the loans would 


justify. 


MR. GLADSTONE’S FUNERAL. 

Str J. MACLURE (Lancashire, Strat- 
ford): I beg to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether, in addition to 
the privilege to be accorded to the Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons, one 
ticket will be granted for his wife or 
daughter to accompany him to the State 
Funeral on Saturday next, to show the 
national respect to the great statesman 
who has departed? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have com- 
municated the suggestion contained in 
the Question of the honourable Baronet 
to the Earl Marshal for his consideration. 
All arrangements connected with the 
ceremonial are in his jurisdiction. 


{COMMONS } 
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RAILWAY CONCESSIONS IN CHINA. 

Mr. J. WALTON (Yorkshire, W.R,, 
Barnsley): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the French and Belgian Minis- 
ters, in conjunction with M. Pokotiloff, 
the Director of the Russo-Chinese Bank, 
are negotiating with the Tsung-li-Yamén 
conjointly to provide money to build a 
Cheng-Ling-Kau-Kau trunk line uniting 
Pekin with the Yang-Tsye; whether 
the foreign control gives the same rights 
as in the case of the Trans-Manchurian 
Railway, and that there will be no 
Chinese Government Guarantee; and 
whether the scheme would be a violation 
of the Treaty of Tient-sin, and of the 
recently concluded agreement between 
Her Majesty’s Government and _ the 
Chinese Government in regard to the 
provinces adjacent to the Yang-Tsye- 
Kiang river; and, if so, whether Her 
Majesty’s Government are taking steps 
to prevent any such infringement of 
British rights? 

Mr. CURZON: I have seen in the 
newspapers a statement to the effect of 
the honourable Member’s Question, but 
we have not so far received any informa- 
tion concerning it. A concession for a 
Pekin-Hankau line was some time ago 
given to a Belgian syndicate. An inquiry 
has been addressed by telegraph to Sir 
Claude MacDonald. 


FRANCE AND WEST AFRICA. 
"Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury when Her Majesty’s Goverr- 
ment expect to be able to make a state 


ment with regard to the result of the 
negotiations with France as to West 


Africa? 

Mr. CURZON: I am afraid we must 
wait until the negotiations have been 
concluded. 


AUSTRALIA AND NAVAL DEFENCE. 

Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): 1 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the Defence Committee of 
the Cabinet have had under consideration 























553 Arrangements for 


the fact that the United Kingdom 
devotes over 20 per cent. of its revenue 
to provide for the naval protection of 
the Empire, while the Australasian 
Colonies, with an aggregate annual 
revenue of over £28,000,000, spend 
nothing at all on the fleet available for 
the general service of the Empire, and do 
not spend even 0.05 per cent. of such 
aggregate revenue for tee naval protec- 
tion of their own trade in their own 
waters; and whether the statement of 
the Duke of Devonshire, President of the 
Defence Committee of the Cabinet, on 
the 18th instant, that the Australian 
Colonies have made a very liberal con- 
tribution to the maintenance of the 
British Navy is to be regarded as an off- 
cial pronouncement of that Committee? 


THe CHANCELLOR oF tue EX- 
CHEQUER: I can make no statement 
as to the first paragraph of the Question. 
With regard to the second, my noble 
Friend was speaking of the agree- 
ment which has, for some _ years, 
been existing between the Australian 
Colonies and this country, the re- 
newal of which is now under considera- 
tion. The lines of that agreement have 
always been known. I do not think I 
should have used the adjective if I had 
been referring to it—but perhaps I iook 
at this matter, as Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, from a special point of view. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, having regard to 
the fact that during the year 1897 no 
less than 126,996 depositors in the Post 
Office Savings Bank, three-fourths of 
whom are assumed to consist of the work- 
ing classes, telegraphed to the head office, 
London, in order to withdraw money 
rather than await correspondence by 
post, and in so doing expended nearly 
£8,000 in sums varying from ls. 3d. to 
9d. for each withdrawal, will he, with a 
view to relieve the working classes of 
this heavy tax on their resources when 
requiring their money speedily, consider 
the expediency of introducing legislation 
such as will place at their disposal a 
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mode of withdrawal more speedy than 
withdrawal by post, and less costly than 
withdrawal by telegraph? 


THe CHANCELLOR or) tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: No, Sir, it is not the inten- 
tion of the Government to introduce 
legislation for the purpose suggested. 
The reasons against such a course have 
been already stated in this House cn 
February 21st, 1896, April 6th, 1897, 
and May 4th, 1897. There is no evi- 
dence that people who use the system of 
telegraphic withdrawal in cases of excep- 
tional urgency feel the charges to be a 
hardship. Moreover, it must be remem- 
bered that the Post Office Savings Bank 
was established for the encouragement of 
thrift, and not for the purpose of per- 
forming the functions of an ordinary 
bank. 


ARRANGEMENTS FOR PUBLIC 
BUSINESS. 

CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can name a day 
for the discussion of the financial rela- 
tions between Great Britain and Ireland? 


Mr. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, W.) : 
I beg also to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury what will be the business 
taken on the reassembling of the House 
on Monday, June 6th? 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, W.) : 
At the same time may I ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury on what day the 
Second Reading of the Finance Bill will 
be taken; and, whether the Govern- 
ment propose to take Supply on Monday, 
June 6th; and, if so, what Votes? 


Toe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: We propose to allot a day 
to the Financial Relations Debate as near 
as possible to the commencement of the 
Report stage of the Irish Local Goverr- 
ment Bill. On Monday, June 6th, the 
Second Reading of the Finance Bill will 
be taken ; the Reserve Forces Bill will be 
the second order. The Government do 
not propose to take Supply on that day. 
I propose to place a Notice of Motion on 
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the Paper on behalf of my right honour- 
able Friend the Leader of the House to 
take the time of the House, except the 
first two Wednesdays after the Recess, 


for Government business. My noble 
Friend the Secretary for India in- 


forms me that it will be necessary to 
introduce an Indian Loan Bill shortly 
in order to provide for the redemption 
of certain debentures now falling due, 
and also the ways and means for carrying 
out the extension of railway construction 
in India, and that he proposes to make 
his financial statement in moving the 
Resolution necessary to set up this Bill. 
We propose to take this on Tuesday, 
June 7th. Of course, the arrangements 
when proposed are subject to the con- 
clusion of the Committee stage of the 
Irish Local Government Bill to-day. If 
that should not have concluded it will 


take precedence of everything after 
Whitsuntide until it is finished. But I 
hope it may be concluded to-day, ag it 


would be very desirable for many reasons 
that a considerable period sheuid 
intervene between the Committee and 
Report stage of the Bill. 


Mr. DILLON: May I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether the hon- 
ourable Gentleman can say approximately 
when the Report stage of the Irish Local 
Government Bill will be taken ; and also, 
consequentially, for what day the De 
bate on the Irish Financial Relations 
will be fixed? 


THz CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: I can only answer the 
Question very approximately. The 


Financial Relations Debate will not be 
taken tefore June 20th, and the Report 
stage of the Irish Local Government 
Bill may then follow on June 21st, but 
possibly both may be deferred to a later 
date. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: There is no pro- 
bability of their being accelerated? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or 
CHEQUER: No. 


THe EX- 

Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): Has any 
day been fixed for the Criminal Evidence 
Bill? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tae EX- 
CHEQUER : I cannot fix any particular 
day. 


{COMMONS } 
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WEST INDIAN COLONIES. 
GeneRAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
he is aware that the West Indian planters 
engaged in cultivating sugar will require 
to commence their preparations for the 
new crop in July next; and whether it 
is probable that he will be able to 
announce his intentions with regard to 
the assistance proposed to be given to 
the West Indies in time to allow the cul- 
tivators to make their plans for the 
coming season ! 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES: The negotiations at 


Washington are not completed, and until 
the result is known it is impossible to 
make any statement, but I have no reason 
to believe that any proposals which Her 
Majesty’s Government may be ables to 
make for the advantage of the West 
Indies generally, will materially affect 
the preparations for the new sugar crop 
in July next. 


EQUIVALENT GRANT FOR SCOTLAND. 

Mr. BUCHANAN § (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): On behalf of the honourable and 
gallant Member for Forfar I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can now the 
Equivalent Grant for Scotland alluded to 
in his Budget speech, and the purposes 


state amount of the 


to which he will propose to apply it? 


Taz CHANCELLOR or tus EXCHE- 
QUER: I believe it will be necessary to 
deal with this matter by a Bill which 
will be introduced by the Lord Advocate, 
and that will be the proper time for 
announcing the amount of income to be 
devoted to this purpose and the objects 
to which it is to be applied. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: When is the Bill 
likely to be introduced? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: That I cannot say. 





Chancellor of the Exchequer. 











Indian Currency 
WATER BILLS. 
Mr. TOMLINSON: On behalf of the 

honourable baronet the Member for 
North-West Manchester I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board when the regulations relating to 
filtration and inspection of filtration 
works, which the Board has recommended 
to be inserted in all. Water Bills, will be 
published, as a number of Bills affecting 
the water supply in various counties are 
now before the House? 


55T 


Toe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I contemplate 
that the clauses which are proposed 
should be added to the Bills on considera- 
tion of those Bills as amended, and I 
propose to give notice to-day of the 
clauses which I intend to move. 


MEMBERS AND THEIR SEATS. 

CotoneL LONG (Worcester, Evesham) : 
In asking, Sir, for your ruling upon the 
following point I may perhaps be per- 
mitted to say that I do not in any way 
wish to inconvenience anybody, but my 
sole desire is to have a Rule of the House 
either removed from the books or 
observed. Under the Rules, Orders, and 
Forms of Procedure which you, Sir, laid 
on the Table of this House in 1896, 
there is a Rule—No. 50—the last part of 
which provides that— 


“A Member who remains within the pre- 
‘cincts of the House may, by placing his hat 
upon a seat, indicate his intention of acquiring 
a right to such seat by subsequent attendance 
it prayers.” 


Mr. Speaker Peel in February 1895, in 
consequence of his attention being drawn 
to certain cases in which Members had 
caught cold while walking about the 
lobby without their hats, permitted the 
present system of cards to take the place 
of the old system. The result is that 
during the present Parliament a very 
strong opinion has grown up that a 
Member having placed his card on a 
seat can leave the House—that in fact 
this particular Rule has become obsolete. 
This is no doubt very convenient to 


those Members who live near the House. 
They place their cards on the seats in 
the morning, and then leave to attend to 
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their business, but not so advantageous 
to Members who live at a distance, and 
who, coming down to the House, perhaps, 
about one or two o'clock, wishing to ask 
a question or speak, find the seats appro- 
priated by these cards, without even the 
satisfaction of finding their friends in the 
lobbies to talk to. I wish to know, there- 
fore, whether, in your opinion, the 
system of cards has had the effect of ren- 
dering Rule 50 obsolete, or whether 
when a Member places his card on the 
seat he is not bound by an honourable 
understanding to remain within the pre- 
cincts of, the House. If, Sir, your decision 
is that this Rule applies to the placing of 
the cards, I will respectfully ask whether 
it will not be possible when the Rules are 
reprinted to embody your decision in 
the wording of Rule 50. 


Proposals. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Subject to what was 
said by my predecessor in 1895, this rule 
still represents accurately the rule of 
the House, and I do not understand that 
the decision of my predecessor did more 
than insert the words “ or card” after the 
word “hat,” leaving the rest of the rule 
in force. Therefore I take it that, as 
in the case of a- hat so with a card left 
on the seat, the action of the honourable 
Member who places it there is inopera- 
tive unless he remains within the pre- 
cincts of the House. 


Mr. TOMLINSON: Would it not be 
desirable to have some such statement 
printed on the card? 


Mr. SPEAKER: I hardly think that is 
necessary. I think honourable Members 
will now understand what the rule of the 
House is. 


INDIAN CURRENCY PROPOSALS. 
Mr. 8. SMITH (Flintshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether on June 7th he proposes to deal 
with the financial proposals of the Indian 

Government regarding the currency? 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: No. The whole subject has been 
remitted to a Committee for considera- 
tion, and to take the course suggested by 
Y-2 
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the honourable Member would simply be 
to invite the House to what would be « 
futile discussion. I propose, in the course 
I am going to adopt, to follow the prece- 
dent of 1877. In moving the Motion 
setting up the resolution on which the 
Bill was founded, I will make the usual 
statement, which will give honourable 
Members interested in Indian finance the 
opportunity of discussing the finances of 
the year. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): Will the 
Indian financial statement be distributed 


before the statement as to the Indian 
Budget is made? 


Tugs SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: Yes; I believe the financial 
statement as to important details and a 
short statement by the Secretary of State 
is ready for distribution. 


ARGENTINA’S TRIBUTE TO MR. 
GLADSTONE. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have to inform the 
House that I have received two messages, 
one from the President of the Senate of 
the Argentine Republic, and the other 
from the President of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of that State. The one from 
the Serate is as follows :— 


“I have the honour to communicate to the 
Speaker, the Senate of the Argentine nation, 
over which I preside, rose to its feet in honour 
of the great memory of William Ewart Glad- 
stone, the glory of humanity, whose loss the 
whole world at this moment deplores, and who 
merits the homage of all the Parliaments of all 
the free nations of the world.” 


The message from the President of the 
Chamber of Deputies is as follows :— 


“The Chamber of Deputies cf the Argentine 
nation shares in the feeling of profound and 
universal grief produced by the death of that 
eminent English citizen, William Gladstone.” 


I think I may assume that the House 


would wish me in this case, as in the 


previous cases, to render a_ suitable 


acknowledgment. 
The Secretary of State for India. 


{COMMONS } 








(Iretand) Bilt. 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


-_—~ 


MR. GLADSTONE’S FUNERAL. 
Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That this House will attend the funeral 
of the Right Honourable William Ewart Glad. 
stone in the Collegiate Church of St. Peter, 
Westminster, on Saturday next, the 28th day 
of this instant May.”—(7'he Chancellor of tne 
Exchequer.) 


Question put, Motion agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL.. 


Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), Cuarrman of Ways and Mgans, 
in the Chair. ] 


(In the Committee.) 


Cuause 67. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 38, line 14, after ‘jury,’ insert ‘and 
the governors and directors of an asylum.’ ”— 


(Mr. 1. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
The expressions “local authority” and 
“authority” respectively include a grand 
jury, but, of course, the term is rather 
narrow, and I think it should include the 


governors and directors of asylums. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to tuz 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND (Mr. 
GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, Central) refused 
to accept the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 39, line 6, after ‘land,’ insert ‘or 
house and land.’”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
~ 
without @ 


Amendment to 


Division. 


agreed 








yi 


™ See 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 39, line 20, after ‘means,’ insert— 


“As respects any officer an officer holding 
¢ffice cn the last day of March one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-eight, and also on 
the appointed day, and in any other case.”— 
(Mr. Ge rald Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman fix the appointed 
day ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is not 
necessary to fix the appointed day. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think it would 
be possible for some officer to be dis- 
missed in the meantime. Suppose an 
annual election occurs after the passing 
cof the Act before the appointed day. 
The result will be that they have no 
protection whatever. 


Amendment 
Division. 


agreed to without a 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 39, line 32, at end, insert— 


“The expression ‘local financial year’ means 
the twelve months ending the thirty-first day 


of March.”"—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment 
Division. 


greed to without a 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 39, line 22, after ‘accordingly,’ 
insert— 


“And shall extend to and include every 


‘surveycr, collector, borough treasurer, or other 


¢fficer heretofore subject to annual re-election.” 
—(Mr. Plunkett.) 


Amendment 


sy negatived without a 
ivision., 


Question put— 


“That claus: 67 as amended stand part of 


tthe Bill.” 


Agreed to without a Division. 


‘Clause 68 agreed to without discussion. 
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Cuiause 69. 








Amendment proposed 


“Page 41, line 9, leave out sub-section (2).” 
—(Mr. Geraid Balfour.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : It was 
originally intended that the county 
councillors elected at the first election 
should be a provisional council, and that 
they should enter upon their duties on 
| a date to be fixed by the Local Govern- 
| ment Board, but on further consideration 
| the sub-section dealing with this point 
appeared to the Guyernment to be un- 


necessary, and I therefore move its 
omission. 
Amendment agreed to without a 


Division. 
Amendment proposed-— 


“Page 41, line 13, at end, insert— 

“ (3) The sheriff of each county shall be the 
returning officer for s:ch first election, but if 
the sheriff desires to be a canddate at such 
election the county quarter sessions on his 
application may appoint another person to be 
the returning officer, and the person _ 80 
appointed shail for the purpose of such election 
have the powers and duties of the sheriff. 

“(4) The costs properly incurred by the 
returning officer in reference to the first elec- 
tion, and in reference to such first meeting of 
the provisional council, shall be defrayed as 
expenses of the county council, and may be 
taxed on an application made by or by direc- 
tion of the provisional council.”"—(Mr. J. H. 
M. Campbell.) 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think it 
would be better to take those provisions 
straight out of the English Act. 


Amendment negatived without a 


Division. 
Question put— 


“That clause 69 as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Agreed to without a Division. 


Cuavss 70. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 41, line 17, after ‘district ’ insert 


‘other than the county borough of Dublin.’”— 
(Mr. Clancy.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 41, line 21, at end, insert— 

“Provided that this section shall not apply 
to the county boroughs of Belfast and London- 
derry.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I would remind 
the right honourable Gentleman that 
there are other equally strong cases of 
county boroughs besides Londonderry 
and Belfast. Take the case of Dublin. 
There will first be a ballot as to who shall 
go out, and they will have to go out in 
the year following, and we may have 
three elections in three years. It does 
seem to me that Belfast and Londonderry 
might very well take their position with 
the others. 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): As the elections for the 


county boroughs of Belfast and London- 
derry will practically be upon the exist- 
ing franchise we do not think it will be 
necessary to put these communities to the 
trouble and cost of a new election, which 
would be unfair to these boroughs. 

to vithout a 


mendment agreec 
A d { reed 


Division. 


Question put— 


“That clause 70, 
the Bil.” 


as amended, stand part of 


Agreed to without a Division. 
Clause 71 agreed to without discussion. 


Cuause 72. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 42, leave 
Gerald Balfour.) 


out clause 72.°—(Mr. 


Clause 72 struck out without a Divi- 
sion. 


Cuavuse 73. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Page 45, line 9, after ‘shall’ insert ‘ with- 
out prejudice to any existing right.’”—( Jr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to without a Divi- 
sion. 


{COMMONS} 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 45, line 18, after ‘heretofore,’ 
insert— 

“And shall, if his duties are increased, 
receive such increase of salary in proportion to 
that increase of duties as the Local Govern- 
ment Board may determine.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to without a Divi- 
sion. 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 45, line 19, leave out sub-section (2).” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Sub-section struck out without 


Division. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think upon this 
clause the Government ought to inform 
us as to their system in regard to the 
more important officers. 


a 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): The 
Chief Secretary proposes, in his Amend- 
ment to clause 73, 18, that 
officers whose duties are increased are to 
receive— 


line those 


“Such increase of salary in proportion to 
that increase of duties as the Local Govern 
ment Board may determine.” 


I should like to know from the right 
honourable Gentleman whether, in cases 
where the officers’ duties are reduced, 
they will get the whole salary. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Locat 
Government Board will take all the cir. 
cumstances into account. 


Mr. PLUNKETT (Dublin Co., S.): I 
wish to ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man why the county boroughs are ex- 
cluded from being provided for in his 
Amendment? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: They are provided 


for in the clause. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: What I also want 
to know is why they were not given the 
same superannuation terms other 
officers in the right honourable Gentle 
man’s Amendment on page 39 of to-day’s 
Paper. I had some Amendments on the 
Paper, but I was called into the Lobby 
for a moment, and they were unfor- 
tunately passed by, and I shall have to 
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put them down for the Report stage. 
Perhaps my right honourable Friend will 
explain why the words “other than mis- 
conduct or incapacity” are put in in the 
case of town clerks, and are omitted in 
the case of other officers. They are gene- 
rally appointed at the age of 35, or 
between the ages of 30 and 40, and there- 
fore the ordinary rules of superannuation 
do not apply to these cases. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Line 5 


reads— 


“Tf any existing town clerks of a borough 
or clerk to the commissioners of any town.” 


Mr. PLUNKETT: Then I am satisfied. 


Question put. 


“That clause 73 as amended stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Agreed to without a Division. 


Cuause 74. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 45, line 40, leave out sub-section 
(d)."—( Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): This 


* 
sub-section provides— 

“Where the occupier is not entitled to make 
any deduction from his rent in respect of poor 
rate, and the holding is agricultural land, he 
shall be liable to pay annually to his landlord 
asum equal to half the approptiate standard 
amount, and such sum shall be recoverable as, 
and be deemed for all purposes to be part of, 
his rent.” 


I have heard of a particular case in the 
county of Limerick where the lease has 
been made, and there is a provision in 
the lease that the tenant is to pay the 
whole of the cess and the whole of the 
poor rate, or that, if the landlords pay 
the excess in the poor rate, there is so 
much to be added to his rent. I can 
understand all the other provisions of 
the Bill, because they adjust the rent to 
the new conditions; but the idea of 
having the landlord’s rent increased in 
a case in which the tenant is paying 
already the whole of the poor rate and 
the whole of the county cess, and in 
which the landlord is not liable, 1s 
absurd. Although the landlord is not 
liable, and although he is not now paying 
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any poor rates, he is to get an additional 
rent. I really cannot understand the 
provision at all, and I beg leave to move 
the omission of this sub-section. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): This sub- 
section is only carrying out clause 74— 
that is to say, in those cases where the 
landlord pays the amount of the poor 
rate in order to get the benefit of the 
agricultural grant in respect of the poor 
rate. I put down the same Amendment as 
the honourable Member for North Dub- 
lin, and I could not select a better oppor- 
tunity of showing the iniquity of the whole 
system. This is only part of an elabo- 
rate scheme in accord with the rest of the 
clause. You have no other way of doing 
it than where the landlord pays the poor 
rate at present, and if you are going to 
give him the benefit of the agricultural 
grant in respect of the poor rate, you 
can only do it by increasing his 
rent. Well, Sir, I do not want 
to rake up this cld trouble, but 
I do not like to let this clause 
pass without one word. This is, no 
doubt, a singularly clear illustration, 
which will bring home to the minds of 
many people who have not hitherto ap- 
preciated what is being done under this 
Act the full effect of it. In a case which 
was brought under my notice a tenant 
contracted by a lease 20 years ago to pay 
the whole of his poor rates, and now, 
under this clause, at any time his land- 
lord is to get an increase of the rent he 
has to pay all that time. Sir, I do not 
desire to discuss this matter at any length 
now, nor do I advise my honourable 
Friends to go to a Division, but it cer- 
tainly is a most clear and singular illus- 
tration of the evil of the whole trans- 
action. The statement has been made 
that the difficulty the Government had 
to guard against in granting these new 
local institutions to Ireland was that 
they had to protect the landed class from 
the danger of being taxed out of 
existence. Well, Sir, this proposal has 
nothing to do with the danger of taxing 
them out of existence. It is in respect of 
taxes which now exist, and has nothing 
whatever to do with that. Under the 
cover of that danger of future increase— 
of an unreasonable increase—in taxation 
they have lifted off the shoulders of the 
landlords the enormous burden of taxa- 
tion to which they are subjected under 
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the present law. There is no doubt at 
all that the Government have taken ad- 
vantage of this Act to hand over to the 
landlords these enormous grants. Does 
any man imagine for a single moment 
that the Irish Unionist Benches would 
have remained so silent during these dis- 
cussions had it not been for this clause? 
It certainly is a most marvellous thing. 
I have taken that view all along, 
although, having the example of last year 
before me, when the question of the safe- 
guarding of the landlord was considered, 
I did not commit myself as to the finan- 
cial proposals of the Bill. I have always 
recognised that those of us who speak for 
the Irish Members do agree with the 
Government policy, and that being so, we 
felt justified in abstaining from voting 
against any of these proposals, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A landlord 
will be relieved of the obligation of pay- 
ing the poor rate, but it will be made 
good to the union out of the agricultural 
grant. I think it is hardly necessary for 
me to enter into any general defence of 
this sub-section, because the honourable 
Member for East Mayo admits that it is 
carrying out the general principle. Of 
course, it is not the case that the Lord 
Lieutenant will be entitled to make any 
reduction. The honourable Member for 
North Dublin will see that the tenant 
will not pay more than he does at pre- 
sent, because on account of this relief he 
has to pay a corresponding sum to his 


landlord. 


Mr. CLANCY: I was under no mis- 
apprehension at all as to the effect of the 
clause. J am quite aware that the tenant 
will not pay more under this sub-section 
than he is paying at present, but of course 
he will pay the landlord an increased 
rent. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: But he will 
be relieved of the county cess. 


Mr. CLANCY: Certainly. That is the 
whole object of the financial proposals of 
the Bill, to give relief to the landlords, 
who are liable to rates. If they are not 
liable for rates, why should they get 
relief? The case is now just as if the 
tenant had bought his holding ; he would 
be liable for all rates, and the landlord 
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would not be liable for any more, and 
it is just the same as if the landlords were 
getting a grant out of the Exchequer. [| 
really cannot understand, if the landlord 
were liable for the rates, or was paying 
the rates, how he could under his contract 
be made liable for the rates in the future. 
But here is a case in which it is suggested 
he will take for granted that a landlord 
will not be liable for rates at all; and 
although not liable for rates, and cannot 
be taxed, we are proposing to make him 
a grant out of the Exchequer. I cannot 
really understand this. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am sorry 
that I have not made it clear to the hon- 
ourable Member. If there is any special 
arrangement between landlord and tenant, 
that will be taken into consideration, 
and the reduced amount will be charged. 


Mr. CLANCY: On the contrary, there 
are is an 
I know a case in Limerick in 
which the landlord provided that the 
tenants should pay all the poor rates and 
the county cess, and, if they did not, so 
much would be added to their rents, 
although I am not quite sure that that 
was an increase over the old rents. In 
that case the Government would actually 
be making that landlord a grant from 
the Exchequer, although he is not paying 
the rates at all. 


many cases where there 


increase. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That case 
is a perfect illustration of the proposal of 
the Government which provides for 
special arrangements between landlord 
and tenant. 


Mr. CLANCY: The landlord not having 
helped himself to any additional value by 
his conduct, the Government come to his 
aid and provide him with another 
addition. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Only the 
eccupier will get any benefit in respect of 
the poor rate and county cess. 


Mr. DILLON: In the case where the 
landlord pays all the poor rate he gets 
all the benefit. 

Amendment without Aa 
Division. 


negatived 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 47, line 20, at end, add— 

“Nothing in this section shall be deemed 
to atfect a contract as to rates contained in 
the lease of any house in a city or town.” — 


(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
Mr. T. M. HEALY Suppose a 


man wants a lease of a house in 
Dublin. This Bill does not give 
him any protection, and it prevents 
a contract from being made with 
recard to the rates and taxes. This is 
the strongest thing that has been done 
by any Government, for the tenant gets 
absolutely no benefit. It does seem to 
me strange that in regard to land leased 
for 999 years in respect of rates the pro- 
posal is to leave that lease intact. The 
landlords have not called out for this 
proposal. They have not been callin 
out, except as far as the country districts 
are concerned, for the agricultural grant, 
and there has been no demand for this 
proposal in regard to towns. I hope the 
Government will say that as regards 
town leases they will leave them as they 
are. ; 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will ask 
my honourable and learned Friend not 
to press this Amendment at present, and 
T will promise to consider the whole 
question in the Report stage. I have 
already undertaken to consider the 
matter, to see whether a change cannot 
be mada. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Under those cir- 
cumstances I beg leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


On the question that clause 74 staad 


part of the Bill, 


Mr. M. HEALY (Cork): Icongratulate 
the draughtsman upon the skill with 
which this clause has been drawn. It deals 
with a very difficult subject, and it has 
dealt with it thoroughly without raising 
any unnecessary questions. I rise for 
the purpose of asking the Government if 
they have considered certain cases which 
I confess I have some difficulty in saying 
how to deal with. In a gre>t many cas:s, 
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of course, when this Act passes into law, 
the tenant will owe his rent, and there 
will be arrears of rates which he wiil have 
the right to deduct, and it does not 
appear to me that the clause has con- 
sidered that particular branch of the 
matter. In examining this question I 
was really considering the appointed day, 
whether there really ought to be an 
appointed day and an appointed time 
at which this clause would operate in the 
case of a particular landlord and tenant. 
Obviously, of course, the clause ought 
not to operate at all except in respect of 
some case covered by the Act. Of course, 
Mr. Lowther, for six months, at any rate, 
after this Act passes into law there will 
be no agricultural grant, and when the 
agricultural grant is made it will only 
operate from March next. The clause as 
it stands is open to the argument that the 
moment the Act passes it will begin to 
operate on every landlord and tenant. 
But it is not clear how it will operate in 
the case of arrears of rent at the passing 
of the Act, and in the case of rates levied 
before the appointed day, but after the 
passing of the Act. A landlord owns, 
say, 10, 15, or 20 houses, and in return 
for his assuming liability to the rating 
authority for the rates the law enables the 
rating authority to give him a bonus, by 
reason of a discount on those rates. I 
allude to the compounding householders 
in Ireland, who, by virtue of a private 
Act of Parliament passed for Dublin 
and Belfast, can take advantage of the 
principle of compounding which is estab- 
lished there. It is a most beneficial 
principle, and its object is to induce 
owners of property in Ireland to become 
responsible for the rates, and to 
encourage them to build houses for 
the working classes. The idea is 
that the ordinary investor of capital 
shall not be discouraged from going 
in for house property by the high rates. 
The Corporation of Dublin thought it 
very important to get that power in 
1890, and since then the Corporation of 
Belfast have also done so. I do not 
think that anything in this Act ought 
to interfere with the special powers which 
these corporations have got. I am quite 
aware that it is only in the case of poor 
rate that it would in any way affect 
it, because in the matter of the other 
rates, although the occupier might, under 
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this clause, be compelled to pay, he would 
deduct the amount under this Act. But 
in the case of the poor rate that would 
not be so, and I would suggest that upon 
the Report stage the matter may be con- 
sidered as to whether the corporations 
could not be excepted. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In answer 
to the honourable Member, he is quite 
accurate in saying that the Act should 
come into operation within: the period 
covered by the agricultural grant. With 
regard to the other point we propose 
to accept the clause which stands in the 
name of the honourable Member for Bel- 
fast on page 50. 


Mr. DILLON: The honourable Mem- 
ber for Cork has approached this ques- 
tion from the point of view of the skilled 
advocate. I now propose to consider it 
from the point of view of the ignorant 
outsider, the more general point of view 
I think,. as do those for whom I act, 
throughout Ireland. Speaking from the 
point of view of the farmers and the 
ignorant outsiders, I want to know how 
the thing is going to work in cases of 
disputes arising. Nothing in this world 
can be more certain than the fact that 
innumerable disputes will arise, and what 
I desire is to have some explanation as 
to what machinery is to be employed, 
and some hone held out to us that this 
thing will not lead up to law suits. 


Mr. M. HEALY: There cannot be any 
law suits. 


Local Government 


Mr. DILLON: Well, that is a great 
comfort, at all events. The subject is 
one of numerous complexities, because 
the relief is applied only in connection 
with the relief given to the agricultural 
land, and all the buildings are to be left 
under the old law; for by sub-section 8 
he is entitled— 


“to deduct from his rent the like proportion 
of any sum paid by him for poor rate on 
account of any railway, ha bour navigation, or 
public health charge, as he would hive been 
entitled to deduct from his rent on accouat of 
any cess or rate or charge.” 


He would have been able to do that. 
Then sub-section 9 provides— 


“that the secretary of the county council shall, 
on request by the landlord or occupier of any 
holding, give a certificate of the rateable hold- 
ing and of the standard value in the £ under 


Mr. M. Healy. 
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this Act for the union or district in which the 
holding is situate, and where the holding con- 
sists partly of building and partly of land shall 
distinguish the rateable value of that po:tion 
which consists of buildings and of the portion 
which consists of land. The said certificate 
shall be in such form and contain such parti- 
culars, and the secretary of the county council 
shall be ent.tled to such payment for each 
certificate as may be pres -ribed.” 


* 

I think all these will have to be given 
to everybody, but as it is the only meang 
by which they will be able to ascertain 
what their rights are under this clause 
I think they ought to be given free. [ 
do not think it right that a small farmer 
should have to pay to see what his rights 
are, and, although I am very glad to 
hear from the honourable Member for 
Cork that under no circumstances can 
law suits arise, still my own idea is that 
disputes can and will arise. I have seen 
most bitter disputes arise, engendering 
great ill-feeling and creating very bad 
blood, over a matter of 5s. Bad blood 
ard frequently law suits and broken 
heads I have arise over sums so 
small that honourable Members of this 
House could not imagine for a moment 
that anything of the kind could be pos- 
sible. I should like to have some assur- 
ance that everybody in Ireland will 
obtain free a statement from which he 
will be able to ascertain exactly what 
his rights are under this clause as regards 
his ability and right to deduct from his 
rent the amount he pays. 


Seen 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Of course 
there will be a good deal of friction under 
this clause, but so far as we have been 
able we have done what we could te 
avoid it. As to the certificate which 
sub-section 9 provides shall be furnished 
to the secretiaries of the county councils, 
we shall propose that merely a nominal 
sum shall be charged for that. 


Mr. DILLON: TI shall put in an 
Amendment upon this clause when the 
Bill comes up again. 


Clause 74 added to the Bill. 


Cuiavse 75. 


Amendment proposed— 


leave out sub-section. 


“Page 47, line 22, 
(1)."—(Mr. Dillon.) 
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Mr. DILLON: The reason why I pro- 
pose to omit this sub-section is that in 
my opinion, of all the mean things that 
could be conceived, it is the worst. In 
the previous portion of the Bill I drew 
attention more than once to the shabby 
manter in which we are being treated 
as to the arrears of the agricultural rate. 
I consider we have been fleeced to 
the extent of £300,000 by your 
not giving us that grant. Now note 
what the Government is going to do. 
What this sub-section provides is that 
the expenses and remuneration of these 
officers shall be paid out of the Local 
Taxation Account. The whole of these 
expenses [ do not suppose will amount 
to more than about £2,000 a year, and I 
do think there is something inconceiv- 
ably mean in coming for this £2,000— 
cadging on our store of money. I trust 
there will be no difficulty in altering 
this sub-section so as to provide that the 
money required for putting up this 
machinery will be provided by the 
Treasury. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What makes this 
matter far worse is that the Irish tax- 
payers keep up the valuation office. 
£8,000 has to be found by the grand 
juries for the valuation office, the chief 
purpose of which is for collecting income 
tax, and for any benefit it gives on the 
valuation the Government reap £100,000 
a year. First you make an Imperial 
office, and then, under the idea that it 
confers some benetit on us, you make us 
pay to keep it up. If anyone would 
turn to the Estimates he would find a 
credit for the valuation office in Dublin. 
You will find a credit in favour of the 
Treasury, of which £8,000 a year you 
practically levy off us by this system of 
compulsory presentment which is per- 
petuated under this Act. Notwithstand- 
ing that this is a mere office for the 
collection of income tax, you now pro- 
pose that any additional expense is to 
be taken out of this money. I do urge 
that as the valuation office is largely an 
Imperial office, the amount we have to 
pay is certainly too much. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In‘ this 
sub-section we have merely followed the 
precedent of the English Act. The 
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money which represents the equivalent 
grant, which will amount to something 
like £300,000, will not be drawn upon 
for this purpose unless the sum men- 
tioned in sub-section 2 is insufficient. 
As to the valuation office, I think the 
honourable Member for Louth is under 
a misapprehension so far as the Trea- 
sury is concerned. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I say £8,000 iz. 


paid for the valuation office. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: But the 
rest is drawn out of the Treasury. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It should all be: 


drawn out of the Treasury. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The ex- 
penses of the assessment committees are 
entirely borne by local authorities in 
England, whereas in Ireland, on the 
contrary, the expenditure in connection 
with the valuation office is £22,900, of 
which only £9,000 was borne by local 
authorities. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: In England the 
income tax is levied not by State or 
Imperial Departments, but by one’s neigh- 
bours; in Ireland it is not. I think 
that the powers conferred by this sub- 


section may be exercised to fleece 
Ireland. 
Cotoxer SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 


N.): I certainly do think upon this 
occasion that the Government have 
been extremely mean. I may point 
out that I think Ireland has been 
treated very hardly in this matter. 
We certainly ought to have by this time 
£1,000,000 in that Treasury in respect 
of the agricultural grant which was 
given to us by this country, but which 
stopped on its way, and now to try to 
raise out of Ireland this amount is a 
shabby operation, and I do not think it 
comes well from the Government to press 
it. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 
N.): I think that, at all events, 
the Irish Members should emphasise 
their protest against this very.shabby 
section, and upon the action of 
the Government, by pressing this 
matter to a Division. I think it 
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will end just like every other Division 
that we have had in this Debate, and 
will go one way; but I think we owe 
it to our constituencies not to let it be 
said or supposed that we allowed this 
«clause to pass into the Bill in silence. 
Now, this section says— 


“The Local Government Board and com- 
‘missioner of valuation resp2ctively may, with 
the consent of the Treasury as to number and 
remuneration, appoint and remove such 
officers and other persons as they or he may 
‘think necessary for the purpose of any adjust- 
ment under this part of this Act or otherwise 
for the prrpos: «f ary work to be done for 
carrying this Act into effect if such adjustment 
is made or work is done within twelve months 
safter the commencement thereof, and the 
remuneration and expenses of all officers and 
-other persons so appointed shall be de‘rayed 
out of the money standing to the Local Taxa- 
tion (Ireland) Account under the Local Taxa- 
‘tion (Ireland) Estate Duty Act of 1896.’ 


So far as I can see, we have no 
means of checking that expense, and in 
my opinion there ought to be a provi- 
sion that all expenses of this nature 
‘Should come out of the Treasury. This 
is a great Act which is instituting a 
revolution in the local government of Ire- 
Jand, and I think all the expenses inci- 
‘dental to carrying it out and setting it 
‘afloat ought to be paid out of moneys 
given by Parliament. I do not think 
‘that we ought in any way to diminish 
the local taxation find. I do not know 
any way of checking this; everything is 
rdone with the secrecy of red tape, and 
‘though protests may be made and notices 
may appear in the public press, the 
people will not be able to check the 
‘expenditure. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Upon purely national grounds 
I am forced to join my honourable 
Friends opposite. Whatever is done 
should in my opinion be done out of 
‘the Consolidated Fund. Whatever pay- 
ment may have to be made under this 
Bill ought to be made out of the fund, 
-or out of money supplied for that pur- 
pose by a fund provided by Parliament. 
‘This clause, as I read it, provides that the 
money shall be provided not by an inter- 
ception of a certain tax, but by an in- 
‘terception of an interception, and 1] 
think such an interception should not 
‘be made in favour of this Bill, and if 
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the matter goes to a Division I shall for 
the first time this Session vote against 
Her Majesty’s Government. 
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Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry, 
N.): So far as I am aware, the 
only provision in the English Act 
for payment of expenses by local 


authority is in respect to local mat- 
ters. I know of no other provision 
which throws upon any _ authority, 
except out of the moneys provided by 
Parliament, the heavy expenses of 
carrying a Bill into effect. The work of 
the local government bodies in England 
has enormously increased between 1890 
and 1894. In this case a large number 
of officers were appointed, and there 
was even a departmental committee to 
inquire into that increased work of the 
Local Government Board, and it recom- 
mended that there should be increased 
expenditure, and that expenditure ought 
to be made out of a Parliamentary fund. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The sala- 
ries will not be paid by the Local 


Government Board. The extra work 
will create extra officials, and those 
will be paid by Irish funds. 
That was not all. After the English 


Act of 1888, every local authority in Eng- 
land sent out questions to the Local 
Government Board and demanded an 
answer. Additional officials had to be 
employed at once, and there was a great 
increase throughout England. The same 
thing, of course, would occur in Ireland ; 
clerks of unions would consult the Local 
Government Board on questions thit 
arose exactly as was done in Englani. 
This pressure of expenditure in Ireland 
would be exactly corresponding to the 
work done by the extra officials appointe} 
in England, for which the Treasury paid ; 
and, what was more, the work done by 
those gentlemen was a comparatively 
small part of the work. Though they 
worked hard and did excellent work, sti'l 
the work they did was very much smaller 
than the work thrown upon the Local 
Government Board in connection with 
one Act for which the Treasury charged 
nothing at all. The Local Government 
Act of 1894 in England, referring to dis- 
trict councils and other authorities which 
had less local assistance than the couuty 
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councils, threw a still wider measure of 
work upon the Local Government Board. 
This Act in Ireland, of course, took the 
placo of both Acts in England. In Eng- 
land there was no provision throwing 
any part of the administrative expense 
upon the local authorities. There was 
another part of another Act which might 
be looked upon as a parallel—the Eng- 
lish Agricultural Rating Act. In the 
Act extra work was thrown upon the 
Local Assessment Committee. That was 
done, of course, without payment. But in 
addition to that there was large extra 
work thrown upon the Local Government 
Board under the English Act—a vervr 
large amount of extra work—and he 
never heard that the local authoritica 
had to pay for that extra work thrown 
upon the Local Government Board. 
Members of the Local Government »oard 
had informed them of how the work of 
the Department had been enormously im 
creased by the English Agricultural 
Rating Act. So far as he was aware, 
that extra departmental work in Eng- 
land was paid for out of money pro- 
vided by Parliament. If the only prece 
dent on which the right honourable 
Gentleman relied was the provisions of 
the English Act of 1888, which threw 
upon local authorities the costs of the 
arbitrations between different local au- 
thorities, and laso the charges of the 
inspector who held the local inquiry, he 
ventured to think he had not proved his 
analogy. It was objectionable as a prece- 
dent; if these administrative expenses 
were to be paid out of Irish funds, Par- 
liament lost control over them. There 
would be no means of questioning the 
salaries of those officials employed in the 
work which ought to come under the 
new Department. It was objectionable 
on Imperial principles, and it was doublv 
objectionable on Irish principles. He 
ventured to think that though it was 
defended on an English analogy, it did 
noi bear out that case. He should not 
object if the English analogy had been 
followed in the case of local inquiries, 
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and the sum charged for the official con-- 
duct of the inquiries; he would assent. 
to that. But this was going very much 
further. There would be an enormous: 
number of extra officials employed in 
Dublin, such as clerks, and so forth. Me 
believed that the honourable Member for 
East Mayo had greatly under-estimated 
the amount of expense which would be- 
thrown upon the Irish funds. To say 
that all these men who were employed! 
in purely administrative work were to 
be paid directly out of the Irish funds. 
was, he ventured to think, distinctly 
unjust. 


Mr. DILLON said that in his opiniom 
the objections to this proposal on Irish 
grounds were exceedingly strong, and ths: 
general objections on the ground of prin- 
ciple, from the financial point of view,. 
and from the House of Commons’ point 
of view, were equally strong. The right: 
honourable Gentleman has pointed to th» 
provisions of another Act on which he- 
relied, but it was not analogous at all. 
But, even in the case of the English: 
analogy, what happened was this, that 
the sum taken from the local bodies was. 
paid into the Exchequer, and then the 
expenses of administration must have: 
been voted by Parliament. The prin-. 
ciple recommended was a vexatious one, 
and, if the system were extensively re- 
sorted to, would be perfectly intolerable. 
He proposed that they divide. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that in. 
the casa of England there was no fund 
out of which this expense could be paid ; 
ig would be easy, however, to move 
for a return of the accounts under this: 
section, so that the whole question 
of policy and expenditure could be raised 
on the Local Government Board Vote. 


Question put— 


“That sub-section (1) stand part of the 
clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 127 5: 
Noes 88&.—(Division List No. 120.) 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said they 
| had a moral, if not a legal, right to super- 


Amendment proposed— | 
. » | js 
“Page 47, line 33, leave out sub-section (2). | annuation at the present time. 
| 
| 


(Major Jameson. ) ’ ; ; 
Mr. T. M. HEALY said either the 
clause was necessary, or it was not. 


im 


Mason JAMESON (Clare, W.) said 

‘re were no such ofiicers. They were | , 
aa pein Py Local Government | Either it granted thems sper 
Board ; the y were not officers at all, and | which they had not got, or it was 
they were to be foisted on to them. He 
hoped the Chief Secretary would recon- | 


unnecessary. There was no escape from 
it. The Government had taken a stand, 

sider the matter and allow the clause to | with which he largely agreed, in refusing 
be amended. It could do no possible | to increase superannuation to any exist- 
good, but would do a great deal of harm. | ing officer, or to create compulsory super- 
; ; annuation where it was not in existence 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR, in reply | at the time of the passing of this Act. 
a remark from Mr. M. HEALY, said they | But here, in regard to some of their own 
were not county officers. | officers in the Castle or the Customs 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) asked if they | House—some of their own gang—they 


; clad sumce aa = else z 

were now entitled to superannuation! | provided superannuation by this clause. 
| The Government said that they would 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No. | let the law of superannuation stand; 


they would not alter it. Existing officers 
either had the right or not. If they 
| had the right, it was independent of the 
remuneration they were in the habit of | Act. If they were without the right, 
receiving, but it placed them in a more 


Mr. FLYNN said they had no objec- 
tion to any of the officers receiving the 


then there was no escape from the 

advantageous position at the expense cf position that they were doing something 

" ° . | f, ay~re! 10 shie ta € . 

newly-clected bodies, which was a system for these officers which they had refused 
. to do for the general body of officers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
tion, but he did not aeree with the idea | Under the existing Act these men would 
— eye yee j e Oo ¢ ns . . . ; 

of giving them a better position and | be entitled to a pension ; but this Bill 
a: a fe changed their position, and the inten- 
then giving them superannuation. Onthe | ,. : coe 

; ; : tion was to safeguard their rights to a 
general subject of superannuation, they | : 


ral | | pension, 

on his side would have something to say 

on the new clauses the right honourable | *Mr. Serseanr HEMPHILL suggested 
Gentleman brought forward, but here | that the Chief Secretary should ascer- 
was a kind of advance guard of that 
principle, and they certainly objected to 
it. He advised his friends very strongly 
against putting gentlemen, at the 
expense of the local ratepayers, in a 
better position than they stood at present. 
If they were really entitled to super- 
annuation, he for one would not object. 


against which they protested. He would 


like to see them get proper remunera- 


tain whether under the existing law 
these officers came within the Super- 
annuation Act of 1869. If that were so, 
it was reasonable that the clause should 
stand as it was. It was a matter that 
could be ascertained by inquiry. There 
were a great many officers who did not 


——$————$— 
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come under that head. Originaliy these 
accounts were audited by a Master in 
Chancery, and the work was done by 
clerks in the Master of Chancery’s office. 
It would be well to ascertain whether 
they were now entitled, after a certain 
number of years, to come under the Act 
of 1869, and, if so, they were entitled to 
have the same advantage as before. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 


that, notwithstanding the good case 


made out on the previous evening in 


regard to attendants in lunatic asylums, 
they were met by strong opposition on 
the ground that there was to be no 
change in the superannuation of officers. 
The right honourable Gentleman had not 
given any explanation in regard to those 
officers to whom he proposed to grant 
superannuation. If men engaged as 
lunatic asylum attendants would not 
receive superannuation, he could not 
understand why those privileged indi- 
viduals who belonged to grand juries 
should receive superannuation. He 
thought Irish Members should vote 
against the proposal. 


Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.) submitted 
the sub-section was unnecessary, as it 
left the law exactly as it was under the 
Act of 1869. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It alters 


their position and safeguards their rights 


Sr W. FOSTER (Derby, Ilkeston): 
As there is no new right of superannua- 
tion, it simply continues the right they 


had under the Act of 1869. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It 


very complicated Measure. I am per- 
fectly satisfied that these men have a 
moral right to superannuation, and it is 
necessary to safeguard them. I feel con- 
fident that it will not put them in a 
better position than they are now. 


Mr. FIELD: Attendants in lunatic 
asylums have a stronger moral righ*, 
because their position demands on their 
part more care and attention. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanach, S.) agreed 


that no new rights should be created as 
to superannuation. 


Mr. Serjeant Hemphill. 


is a 
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Sir W. FOSTER thought that, having 
received an assurance from the Chief 
Secretary, they might well allow the 
matter to be reconsidered on Report. So 
far as he understood, there were no new 
rights of superannuation given by this 
clause, and if any defects in it were dis- 
covered he had no doubt that the Chief 
Secretary would take steps to remedy 
them. ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he was 
prepared to state clearly on the Report 
exactly what was intended by these pro- 
visions. 


Amendment negatived without a Divi- 
sion. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 48, line 6, at end, add— 


“(3) No future officer shall be appointed by 
the Local Government Board save after opem 
competitive examination, to be conducted by 
the Civil Service Commissioners.”—( Mr. Vesey 
Knox. ) ; 


Mr. VESEY KNOX desired 
protest against exceptional 
ary appointments, and -the constant 
tendency of the departments to make 
what he would not eall jobs, but 
appointiments which had not been gained 
by open competitive examinations. It 
was a mystery, when appointments to 
the Civil Service were supposed to be 
only available after open competitive 
examinations, that such an encrmous 
number of Irish Civil Service officers 
should be able to enter by the back 
stairs of Dublin Castle. He had been 
unable to discover the real reason for it, 
but there is no doubt that the officials 
in Dublin Castle had been able to secure 
an exemption from the ordinary Civil 
Service rules of an enormous number of 
candidates for temporary posts in Irish 
administration, which only ceased to b> 
regarded as temporary when it came to 
be a question of superannuation. He 
thought it was extremely objectionable 
in a case like this, when a large number 
of men would be required, that they 
should be unable to obtain appoint- 
ments except after an open competitive 
examination. He confessed that he 
should be glad to see that applicants for 
employment under the local authorities 
should be elected only after open 
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competitive examinations, and so far as 
the departments affected by this Bill were 
concerned, he failed to see why that 
should not be the case. Under the 
Census Commission, the clerks obtained 
their posts only by open competitive 
examinations, and he failed to see any 
reason why the same rule should not 
apply to clerks under this clause. Of 
course, they would not be first-class 
clerks, and they would be only temporary 
clerks at a small salary, but still he 
failed to see why these appointments 
should be obtainable by anyone who had 
private influence, and should not be filled 
up in the regular way of Civil Service 
examination. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR pointed out 
that, as these appointments would be 
only temporary, Civil Service examina- 
tions would be inapplicable. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX said, of course, in 
regard to these appointments the Chief 
Secretary was beyond suspicion, but there 
were strong forces at work behind the 
officials in the endeavour to worm men 
into appointments without their passing 
an open competitive examination, such 
as was ordinarily required in the Civil 
Service. The favourite dodge was to get 
these favoured persons appointed to tem- 
porary posts, and when they once 
attained that position they advanced to 
permanent berths. The Census Commis- 
sion was an illustration of his argument. 
There the clerks were employed for only 
about a year, and they were just the 
same class of clerks as those who would 
be required in connection with this Act ; 
and he failed to see why one rule should 
apply to appointments under the Census 
Commission and another rule te persons 
receiving appointments under the Local 
Government Board. Why should they 
have a right to appoint a large number 
of clerks all over the country as a job 
every year! The Chief Secretary said 
these appointments were only for one 
year, and the Civil Service examinations 
would not apply to them, but Civil Ser- 
vice examinations were constantly held, 
and the machinery was ready at any 
time, so that candidates could attend the 
examinations in Dublin without incurring 
any great expense, and there was no 
doubt that a large number of young men 
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and other deserving persons would com- 
pete in examinations who, if chosen to 
do this work, would be much better for 
the purpose than those who would try 
to get appointed by the round-about 
methods which it would be necessary to 
adopt under this Act. Therefore he 
asked the Chief Secretary how he was 
going to choose these officers. What rule 
or standard was he going to have, if it 
was not thati of an open competitive 
examination! How was he to know 
whether a person who asks for this tem- 
porary job as a clerk was accurate in his 
arithmetic or not! He ventured to 
think, although no doubt this might 
appear to be a very small point, that his 
Amendment was a crucial test of the pro- 
posed method by which men were to 
gain entrance into the Irish Civil Service. 
He would like to know why any man 
should gain a post, whether temporary or 
permanent, or whether highly paid or 
lowly paid, except by the method of open 
competitive examination. In America, 
he believed, this test was considered to 
be a necessity of the principle of good 
government. By some the doctrine of 
the “ spoils to the victor ” was condemned. 
They saw that in English papers “Tam- 
many” was denounced because it did 
not appoint officials by examination. 
They found that American officials were 
denounced in Engiish papers for appoint- 
ing officials for four years from amongst 
their own friends, and not from the Civil 
Service; but here they were going to 
appoint a whole host of officials, amount- 
ing to not less than a thousand officials, 
who would be required for the purposes 
of this section, and they were to be 
appointed without any test at all. The 
authorities would know nothing as_ to 
whether they could doa rule-of-three sum 
accurately, although their work would be 
mainly arithmetic; yet they would be 
appointed by the favour of officials at 
Dublin Castle. He protested most 
strongly against this proposal. It would 
lead to endless complaints of unfairness, 
if not of actual jobbery, and the Chief 
Secretary would be quite unable, by him- 
self, to ascertain whether or not those 
who were recommended to him for 
appointments were fit for them. Mem- 
bers of Parliament would have a crowd 
of people applying to them to use their 
influence to get them appointed to these 





Z 


















































Rei i sire ea 


as nae Ca 


587 Local Government 


posts. He ventured to think that, for the 
sake of his own peace of mind, for a 
year or two the Chief Secretary should 
accept this Amendment, which he would 
press as being required by the principles 
of good government. 
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Act. Men with influence could put a 
nephew or a cousin, no matter how dis- 
| tant, into these posts without his passing 
a qualifying examination, and before they 
knew where they were he might imitate 
the boast of the Admiral, in “H.M.S. 
Pinafore” 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR pointed out | 


that a qualifying examination would be 
necessary. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX was not sure that 
the remark of the Chief Secretary 


amounted to an assurance that nobody | 


should be appointed to an office under 
this clause without passing even 
qualifying examination. If he 
assured that there would be no appoint- 
ments made by mere favoritism, he 
should be willing to withdraw 
Amendment. 


his 


Mr. T. M. HEALY wished to remind 
the right honourable Gentleman of what 


had occurred in regard to the staffing of | 
the Land Commission, which was wholly | 


under the direction of the Treasury and 
the Government. 
officers of the Church Temporalities Com- 


missioners, and he raised the point that | 
Com- | 
be staffed solely from | 
a body of Scotchmen and by men of one | 


it 
Mission 


unfair that the Land 


should 


was 


religion and nationality. He got a dis 
tinct pledge from the Attorney General 
of the day, which would be found 
“Hansard,” that the office should 
staffed fairly, but that promise 


be 
was 


broken, and the Church Temporalities | 


Commission’s officers were placed in the 
office of the Land Commission, and there 
they were to this day. 
that wherever Irishmen went in Dublin, 
if they turned the handle of an office 


door, they were met by an alien and an | 


a | 
were | 


They took over the | 


in | 


The result was | 


| “ That pass-examination did so well for me 
That now I’m the ruler of the Queen’s 
Navee.” 

If a man were appointed in this 
without the regular Civil 
| Service examination, when once he 
|got his finger inside the office door, 
| he might be gradually pushed up to the 
| top of the Department. In ‘the lists of 

the officers in these departments it 

would be found that the same family 
| name was perpetuated for successive 
| generations, for they always had a son 
or a relative ready for a job, and when 
once put in he blossomed, like the rest, 
and in three or four years’ time he would 
be hoisted over the head of some officer 
who was entitled, under the Civil Ser- 
vice system, to promotion. In that way 
the whole of Dublin Castle was absolutely 
handed over to people who were antt- 
Irish, anti-National, and anti-Catholic. 


| way, 


Sir T. LEA (Londonderry, 8.) did not 
think it was possible, under present cir- 
cumstances, that the Amendment could 
| be accepted, but he would recommend the 
| Chief Secretary to lay it down that there 
| should be a qualifying examination, and 
provide that in no case should a man be 
| considered fit for a Civil Service appoint- 
|ment if he had the recommendation 
of a Member of Parliament. 


Question put— 


“That those words be there added.” 


enemy who would like, if he could, to | 


restore the pitch cap and the triangle, 
and repeal the Catholic Emancipation 


The Committee divided—Ayes 74; 


Noes 129.—(Division List No. 121.) 
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Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 


Barry. RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) | 


3arton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
3hownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Mdsx.) 
Bowles, T. G. (ixing’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Robert 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cruddas, Wm. Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dane, Richard M. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ. (Mane. ) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


| 
| 
| 
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Maddison, Fred. 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
O'Kelly, James 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 


NOES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Heath, James 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Howard, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’!) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McCalmont,Mj-Gn. (Ant’m,N.) 
McCalmont, Col. J.(Ant’m,E.) 
McKillop, James 

Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Powlett Charles J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
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Shee, James John 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Knox and Mr. Maurice 
Healy. 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 

Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. Jas. 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renf.) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'dUny) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L.) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc., N.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Clause 76 was then added to the Bill. | Clause 77 was agreed to 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ Page 6, after clause 13, insert the following 
clause :— 


New CLavse. 


“*(1) A county council shall annually con- 
tribute towards any county infirmary or fever 
hospital which is situate in their county or 
to which, though situate elsewhere, they are 
by statute empowered to contribute, and to any 
officer thereof a sum not less than was so con- 
tributed out of the county cess in the standard 
year, or any less minimum which the Local 
Gevernment Board sanction. 


“«(2) Every county infirmary shall be 
managed, and the admission of patients there- 
to controlled by a joint committee appointed 
triennially, consisting of such number of mem- 
bers of the corporation of the ‘ governor or 
governesses of the infirmary” appointed by 
the corporation, and of such number of mem- 
bers of the county council appointed by the 
council as the Local Government Board from 
time to time fix in the case of each infirmary, 
having regard as well to the proportion of 
the contribution out of the county cess or the 
poor rate towards the building and mainten- 
ance of the infirmary as to all the other circum- 
stances of the case; and all powers vested in 
the corporation in relation to the infirmary 
shall be exercised only by the said committee ; 
and every member of the committee shal] have 
the same power of recommendation 
governor. 


“*(3) Where the councils of two or more 
counties contribute to the same county infir- 
mary. each of those councils shall be repre- 
sented on the said committee. 


as a 


“*(4) The foregoing provisions with respect 
to the management of a county infirmary shall 
extend to every fever hospital which is vested 
in the corporation of the ‘“ president and assis- 
tants of the hospital.” 


““*(5) Where the boundary of a county for 
which an infirmary or hospital has been pro- 
vided is altered by or in pursuance of this Act, 
the contribution to be made to such infirmary 
or hospital shall be a subject of adjustment, 
and the Local Government Board in making 
such adjustment may provide for the represen- 
tation of the council of any contributing county 
upon the said committee. . 


“*(6) Nothing in this Act shall deprive any 
existing officer of any infirmary or hospital 
to which this section applies of ny privileges 
enjoyed by him under any Act, and_ such 
officer shall not be removed from his office 
except with the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but, subject as aforesaid, every 
officer of the hospital or infirmary may be 
appointed and removed by the committee ap- 
pointed under this section. 


“*(7) Any county councils may agree for 
the contribution by one council to the ecunty 
infirmary or fever hospital of the other council 
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on such conditions as to the admission to the 
infirmary or hospital of patients from the 
ccunty of the contributing council and the 
representation of that council on the com- 
mittee for managing the infirmary or hospital 
as may be agreed upon. 

“ (8) The Charities (Ireland) Act, 1832, and 
section eighty-one of The Grand Jury Act, 
1636, are hereby repealed.’”"—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY pointed out that 
there were several cases which would not 
be covered by this clause, and urged that 
there should be a better system of repre- 
sentation. 


On the return of the CHarrMAN after 
the usual interval— 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said he 
wished to draw the attention of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to the fact that in many counties 
the infirmary was kept up at the 


expense of the cesspayers, but was so 
situated as to be of very little benefit to 
a large number of cesspayers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I recognise 
the hardship in the incorvenient situa- 
tion of some of the county infirmaries 
to which the honourable MemVer calls 
attention, but it is a hardship which will 
not be increased under this Bill. I 
cannot see how I can remedy it, and I 
do not see my way to make any altera- 
tion. 


Mr. DANE (Fermanagh, N.): I wish 
to call attention to the fact that there is 
no provision in this clause which will 
enable a county council to rebuild, or 
restart, an infirmary which may have 
ceased to exist. All sections of the Irish 
representatives are at one in the opinion 
that these county infirmaries ought to be 
preserved and carried on, and that ample 
power should be given by the Bill to the 
county councils to put them into con- 
dition. I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary will con- 
sider this matter. I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman to give the county 
councils power to raise money for the 
purpose of repairing, rebuilding, and 
enlarging these infirmaries, and _ of 
restarting them in those counties where, 
by reason of the large cesspayers having 
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refused to pay, they have ceased to 
exist. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Whatever is 
done, something must be left to private 
charity, and if the county councils contri- 
bute a sum towards the up-keep of these 
institutions that is as much as can 
reasonably be expected of them. I think 
the Government are working on the right 
lines in giving the county councils power 
to contribute to the up-keep of the 
county infirmaries. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I would 
point out that county infirmaries and 
workhouse hospitals often exist in the 
same district. I do not wish to see those 
institutions abolished, but I would 
suggest that if the two are not wanted 
the county councils should be left with 
discretion to amalgamate them, or 
abolish one of them. 


*Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): 
I hope the right hcenourable Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary will give careful con- 
sideration to the desirability of maintain- 
ing these county infirmaries in all their 
efficiency. The county Down infirmary 
is the one of which I know most, 
and it has been brought to a high 
state of efficiency. I hope the county 
infirmaries all through Ireland will be 
maintained in a_ state of thorough 
efficiency. 


Mr. JORDAN: I think the Govern- 
ment are most wise in their policy to- 
wards the infirmaries, and this clause 
deserves the strongest support. The 
county infirmaries are a most valuable 
half-way house between the workhouse 
hospital and the private doctor, In 
order to encourage the local subscrip- 
tions to these institutions, as many of 
the old governors as possible should be 
put upon the board as governors or 
members of the Committee. 


Sir R. P. FITZGERALD (Cambridge) : 
The question narrows itself down to 
this: Are you going to give representa- 
tion in the future to the private sub- 
scribers to these hospitals, or not? That 
is the real point that has come out in 
this discussion. I am not quite sure if 
the Amendment of the honourable 
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Member for Londonderry does not meet 
the case, but before we come to that I 
wish to put it to the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
that the reason why better attendance 
and greater conveniences are found in 
these institutions is that private subscrip- 
tions are given by people in the dis- 
tricts. Another reason why these 
hospitals should not be allowed to go to 
the wall, or be placed in a worse position 
in the future than at present, is that 
the local subscriber knows the individual 
cases of illness or accident in his own 
district, and personally has the power, 
in return for his subscription, of sending 
one, two, or three patients to be treated 
either in the hospital or as an out- 
patient. This is a matter of the greatest 
possible importance, because, in many 
cases, the patient is unwilling to go 
into the hospital, and it requires the 
pressure of those who know him to 
induce him to enter the institution. I 
am afraid that this clause will do 
something to take away the power of 
inspection and the power of sending 
patients to the hospitals, and, in conse- 
quence, will lessen the subscriptions 
voluntarily given by Irishmen. 


Mr. DILLON: We are all in favour of 
the principle of this clause, and I sug- 
gest that we should leave the clause and 
proceed to the Amendment. We are only 
wasting time now. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 5, after ‘sanction,’ insert— 
“Where a county is divided by this Act into 
a county and a county borough, the county 
borough shall annually contribute a sum not 
less than was paid by the cesspayers of the 
county borough or out of any rate levied in 
lieu of cess towards such contribution in the 
standard year, or such sum as may bear the 
same proportion to any less minimum sanc- 
tioned by the Local Government Beard as the 
sum so paid bore to the sum paid by the cess- 
payers of the county outside the county 
borough, and the balance shall be paid by the 
county council; and the county and the county 
borough shall share the representation herein- 
after provided for in proportion to their rela- 
tive contributions.”—( Mr. Vesey Knoz.) 


Mr. VESEY KNOX said the Amend- 
ment related to cases which were not 
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met by the Government at all. Some 
provision would be necessary to enable 
these infirmaries to be continued. He 
did not suppose the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land would overlook cases like those 
provided for in his Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
point raised in the Amendment of the 
honourable Member had already been 
dealt with bv sub-section 5 of the new 
clause, which was as follows— 


“Where the boundary of a county for which 
an infirmary or hospital has been provided is 
altered by, or in pursuance of, this Act, the 
contribution to be made to such infirmary or 
hospital shall be a subject of adjustment, and 
the Local Government Board in making such 
adjustment may provide for the representation 
of the council of any contributing county upon 
the said committee. 


The Government, however, would be pre- 
pared to consider whether some altera- 
tion could not be made in the wording of 
sub-section 5 so as to meet the views of 
the honourable Member. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: If the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
wil: look into the question I have no 
desire to press my Amendment. 
withdrawn. 


Amendment, by leave, 


Clause read a second time. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Line 5, after ‘sanction,’ insert— 

“Where at the passing of this Act a county 
infirmary is in course of erection and _ the 
amount subscribed is insufficient to complete 
the work, it shall be the duty of the county 
council to provide for the amount outstanding. 
either by means of a loan from the Board of 
Works or in such way as the council may 
decide.”—( Mr. Murnaghan.) : 


Mr. DANE directed attention again to 
the cases of the maintenance, repair, and 
enlargement of existing hospitals, which, 


it was agreed on all 
maintained. 


sides, ought to be 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It will be 
convenient if I state the object of the 
Government in moving this new clause. 
It was feared by many that, with the 
of the of grand 
Mr. Vesey Knor. 


transference powers 
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juries to county councils, county in- 
firmaries would be very likely left out in 
the cold, and that the subscriptions 
hitherto made to these institutions by 
the grand juries would no longer be main- 
tained by the new bodies, and that, con- 
sequently, these institutions would come 
to grief. We provided against that by 
what is in itself a somewhat strong pro- 
vision—namely, that the county councils 
should be empowered to subscribe to 
these county infirmaries as much as the 
grand juries did in the past. The Govern- 
ment grant has been given in respect of 
the contribution hitherto made by the 
grand juries to these institutions, and 
the county councils will have the benefit 
of some portion of the grant contributed 
by the grand juries in the past. If it 
had not been for that, I should have felt 
some hesitation in putting upon these 
bodies an obligation to contribute the 
same sum as the grand juries, who were 
not compelled to contribute, but who con- 
tributed voluntarily. Now we are asked 
by this Amendment to go further, and 
to say that, in the case of an infirmary 
which is being built by means of private 
subscriptions, we should absolutely com- 
pel the county council to come to the 
assistance of these private subscribers, 
and complete the building for them. Of 
course, if we it is obvious that the 
private subscribers will subscribe nothing 
further. That is not a proposition which 
the Government can receive. If the sug- 
gestion were to insert a provision that 
the county council might, if they please, 
contribute money towards the erection or 
maintenance of an infirmary that is being 
built by private subscription, and if that 
suggestion is agreeable to all sections of 
Irish representatives, I shall take care 
to insert a sub-section in the clause 
giving effect to it. But I should like an 
assurance that that would be generally 
agreeable to the Irish representatives. 
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do so, 


Serseant HEMPHILL: I think 
the offered by the Chief Secre- 
tary are very reasonable. The clause 
as amended by the honourable Mem- 
ber for the Tyrone Division [Mr. 
MurnaGHan| would only apply to a 
very few infirmaries. I believe ii 
does apply to an infirmary in which I 
am immediately interested—the  in- 
firmary of Tyrone; but I do not at all 
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rely upon the interest which I may have 
in that institution. I think it would 
be quite reasonable and fair to leave it 
to the discretion of the different county 
councils whether they will or will not 
contribute to complete the structure of a 
particular infirmary. For my part I 
think we ought to be satisfied with what 
has been said by the Chief Secretary. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 5, after ‘sanction,’ insert— 

“ As regards the county of Cork, the county 
council, in addition to any contribution made 
by them towards the South Charitable Infir- 
mary and County Hospital, situate in the city 
of Cork, may, if they think fit, contribute 
annually towards the Nerth Infirmary and 
City of Cork General Hospital, situate in the 
said city, a sum not exceeding seven hundred 
pounds per annum, and the said county council 
may also from time to time make such other 
grants as it may deem expedient to any other 
public hospital in the said city; provided 
ilways that the total amount of the contribu- 
tions made by the said county council towards 
hospitals and infirmaries shall not exceed the 
sum of two thousand pounds per annum.”— 
(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: The effect of this 
clause is to put the county of Cork, the 
largest in Ireland, on exactly the same 
footing as the smallest county in Ireland. 
Nobody, however, can doubt that so 
far from there being a_ general 
circumstances with 
regard to those infirmaries, there is, cn 
the contrary, a great diversity. I will 
illustrate my point by mentioning the 
case of Dublin. How would it be to put 
hospitals in Dublin on the same level as 
the hospitals in the smaller towns, and 
to limit the contributions in the same 
Way as you would limit them under this 
Bill? Take another aspect of the matter. 
Infirmaries in such a place as Dublin do 
good not merely by alleviating humaa 
suffering, but they do good by enabling 
important medical schools to be con- 
tinued, and that is pre-eminently the case 
in Cork. In Cork we have the most im- 
portant medical school in Ireland, and 
if it were not for the existence of the 
two important infirmaries in the city of 
Cork it would be absolutely impossible for 
the medical school which exists there, and 
which has sent out distinguished medical 


uniformity of 
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men, to be continued. Now, the position 
in Cork is somewhat exceptional. It 
comprises two county areas—the county 
at large and the county of the city. The 
grant by the city grand jury to these two 
infirmaries—the north infirmary and the 
south infirmary—has been equally 
divided between them. In the county. 
on the other hand, you have one in- 
firmary situate not actually in the city 
of Cork, but at Mallow, and it is to that 
infirmary alone that the county of Cork 
can contribute. Some years ago the 
infirmary for the county of Cork was 
transferred to the city of Cork and amal.- 
gamated with one of the city infirmaries 
which exist there. Accordingly you have 
at present in the city of Cork, first the 
north infirmary, and secondly the south 
infirmary, which, in addition to beiag 
the city infirmary, is also the infirmary 
to the county at large. Well, Sir, as re- 
gards the grant, the condition of things 
is most anomalous. The Corporation of 
the city of Cork, which has a popula- 
tion of only 75,000 people, contributes 
£2,100 to the hospitals of the city, £700 
to the north infirmary, £706 to the south 
infirmary, and £700 to the fever hospital. 
On the other hand, the great county of 
Cork, which shares in the benefits of 
these institutions, only contributes £700 
a year, and contributes that to one of 
those institutions alone. Therefore you 
will have this state of things as regards 
the south infirmary, that the city will 
be compelled to contribute, while that 
infirmary takes, on the other hand, the 
contributions from the county of Cork ; 
and on the other hand you have the north 
infirmary taking grants only from the city. 
The grand jury of the county of Cork, 
when they took this matter into con 
sideration, especially asked that the 
county of Cork should have the power 
to contribute to those city hospitals, 
besides the south infirmary, and that is 
what I propose to do by the Amendment 
on the Paper. I do not ask that the 
erant to the Cork infirmary should be 
made compulsory on the county council, 
but I ask that it shall be in the power 
of the county council to contribute to the 
north infirmary, and to any of the other 
city hospitals in Cork which they may 
think fit There area very large number of 
deserving institutions in the city doing 
great good, and doing that good to the 
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county as well as to the city, and I think 
the right honourable Gentleman will see 
that it is not fair to treat the hospitals 
in the county of Cork exactly as you 
would treat the case of an ordinary 
Irish county. As I have said, Cork is 
the largest county of Ireland, the city of 
Cork is the most favourably situated in 
the way of railway accommodation to 
serve the whole county in the matter of 
infirmary accommodation, and _ local 
bodies very much desire to have the 
power which the Amendment would give 
them. 


Mr. SMITH BARRY (Huntingdon): I 
do not wish to unnecessarily take up the 
time of the Committee beyond express- 
ing the opinion that I think the Amend- 
ment is an exceedingly proper proposal, 
and I hope the Government will see their 
way to accept it. I, for my part, most 
heartily support it. 


Mr. FLYNN: I trust the right honour- 
able Gentleman will accept the Amend- 
ment. The city of Cork is strongly in 
favour of the proposal brought forward 
by the honourable Member, and I hope 
the Government will trust the Cork coun- 
cil with that power. 


Mr. ATKINSON: However desirable 
it may be that these institutions 
shall have this support, the pro- 


posal is outside the scope of the clause. 
As there are apprehensions that county 
infirmaries may be starved by reason of 
the negligence of the new councils to 
continue the grants hitherto made by 
grand juries, provision is made to com- 
pel a continuance of the contributions, 
and to representation 
governing bodies; but the present pro- 
far beyond that, and embodies 
provisions more appropriate to a private 
Bill. It may be very desirable that coun- 
cils should be empowered to make such 
contributions, and in other localities 
there may be institutions in connection 
with which special circumstances may 
justify such assistance; but the matter 
is, in a sense, sprung upon the Govern- 
ment, and I would ask the honourable 
Member to postpone the Amendment to 
the Report stage, allowing the oppor- 
tunity to consider the circumstances as 


Mr. M. Healy. 


seeure on the 


posal goes 
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affecting Cork and other localities, should 
there be such, and to frame a general 
clause to meet all cases. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: I understand that 
there is a very considerable feeling in 
the city and the county of Cork with 
regard to the proposal, and I do not think 
a single voice will be raised by any class 
of the community against enabling a 
power of this kind to be given. 


Str R. PENROSE FITZGERALD: I 
think there are peculiar circumstances 
connected with the city and county of 
Cork which justify the acceptance of the 
honourable Member’s Amendment. 


Captaiys DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
merely desire to corroborate what has 
been said by the honourable Member for 
the City of Cork and the honourable 
Member for North Louth as to the 
general feeling in the county of Cork in 
favour of the Amendment. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I must thank the 
right honourable Gentleman for the 
assurance he has given me. On the 


streneth of that assurance F withdraw the 
Amendment 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. M. Heaty had also given notice 
of the following Amendment— 


“The council of the county borough of Cork, 
in addition to the two sums of seven hundred 
pounds per annum which it is, at the date of 
the passing of this Act, authorised to contri- 
bute towards the South Charitable Infirmary and 
County Hospital and the North Infirmary and 
City of Cork General Hospital respectively. 
and the sum which it is at the said date 
authorised to contribute to the Cork Fever 
Hospital may, if it thinks fit, contribute a 
further sum not exceeding in the whole five 
hundred pounds per annum to such public 
hospital or hospitals in the city of Cork as it 
may think fit, on such conditions as to the 
admission to the infirmary or hospital of 
patients from the county borough and _ the 
representation of the council on the committee 
for managing the infirmary or hospital as may 
be agreed upon.” 


Mr. M. HEALY: Having regard to 
what the right honourable Gentleman 
has said, I will not move the second 
Amendment, but I hope he will consider 
it at the same time. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Line 10, leave out ‘members of the county 
council,’ and insert ‘persons.’”—(Mr. Vesey 
Knoz.) 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I do not think it 
is desirable to restrict the representa- 
tion of the county councils upon these 
infrmaries to members of the county 
councils. There are many cases in which 
clergymen, for instance, who are not 
eligible to become members of the county 
councils would be most desirable repre- 
sentatives if they could be placed on 
the board of governors. It would be 
very difficult, I think, in many cases to 
get members of the county council to give 
constant attention to matters of this kind, 
whereas clergymen who minister at the 
infirmary can attend to the work without 
eny very great interference with existing 
duties. I venture to think it is desirable 
where, as in some cases, it is difficult to 
get members of the county council to 
undertake the duties, to appoint other 
persons. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he had 
no objection to the principle of the 
Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 18, after ‘ governor,’ insert— 

“Tn the case of the South Charitable Infir- 
mary and County Hospital, situate in the city 
of Cork, such joint committee as aforesaid shall 
be appointed by the corporation of trustees 
therefor, the county council of the county of 
Cork, and the town council of the county 
borough of Cork, in such proportion as the 
Local Government Board from time to time fix 
in manner aforesaid; and in the case of the 
North Infirmary and City of Cork Genera! 
Hospital, such joint committee as aforesaid 
shall be appointed by the corporation cf trus- 
tees theref r, the town council of the county 
borough of Cork, and (if and so long as the 
county council of the county of Cork shall 
make an annual contribution towards it) the 
said county council, in such proportion as the 
Local Government Board from time to time 
fix in manner aforesaid.”—(Mr. Mf. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY : I sghall_ be 
quite willing to reserve the Amend- 
ment to a later stage if the 
Government ask me to do so, but I should 
just like to say a few words to explain 
its object. Under the General Infirmary 
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Act of 1889, the governing body of an 
infirmary is the governor or governors. 
In Cork, however, the circumstances are 
different. The South Charitable In- 
firmary and County Hospital, instead of 
having a board of governors,.have a 
board of trustees. The right honourable 
Gentleman will see, therefore, that this 
clause does not cover the case of Cork 
at all. The reference to the “governor 
or governors” of an infirmary would be 
meaningless in the case of a body which 
is governed by trustees. All my Amend- 
ment does is to provide that the board 
of trustees, in the case of Cork, shall 
stand in the same place as board of 
eovernors elsewhere in regard to the 
appointment of a joint committee. The 
Amendment does not touch the principle 
of the clause ; it simply modifies it so as 
to meet the case of Cork. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I would suggest that 
the Amendment should stand over. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I have no objection 
to that. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Line 33, after ‘privileges,’ insert ‘salaries 
and allowances.” —(Sir W. Foster.) 


*Smr W. FOSTER: The object of 
the Amendment is to give’ the 
surgeons of infirmaries the same 
privileges in the future that they have 
had up to the present time. At the pre- 
sent time the surgeons connected with 
the infirmaries are voted a certain sum 
by the grand jury. In addition to that 
they have other sources of income, a fur- 
ther sum beine devoted to their allow- 
ances from the voluntary contributions 
which are received. It is feared by many 
people that when this Bill passes the 
contributions to these infirmaries from 
outside sources will fall off, and that the 
officials in question will consequently 
suffer. I think it would be an injustice 
to these officials if by the passing of this 
Act any such accident as that should 
overtake them. I do not, however, think 
any such accident as that will overtake 
them. I think the risk is exceedingly 
slight. I do not think the subscribers 
are likely to fall off. As far as I am 
able to form an opinion, I believe the 
whole of the local life of Ireland will 
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be revivified and renewed by 
passing of this Measure. 
have greater opportunities of taking 
an interest in local affairs than 
they have enjoyed under the existing 
law, and I do not, therefore, see why 
we should regard it as likely that there 
should be any falling off of public in- 
terest in the maintenance of these 
infirmaries. I think the risk of the im- 
position of any extra charge on the rate- 
payers in consequence of this Amendment 
is exceedingly slight. But even if such 
@ thing did occur, I think it might very 
well be said that all the work done by 
these infirmaries is work which contri- 
butes to the common good, and in the 
end will lessen the charges on the rate- 
payers. To my mind, while the Amend- 
ment aims simply at keeping the medical 
officials in the same position which they 
have occupied hitherto, it is not likely tc 
make any extra charge upon the rate- 
payers, and on that ground, therefore, I 
hope the right honourable Gentleman 
opposite will see his way to accept the 
Amendment. 


Local Government 


the 
Men will 


Amendment negatived without a Divi- 
sion, Mr. GeraLp BaLrovur promising to 
let the question stand over for further 
inquiry. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 41, after ‘upon,’ insert— 

“No ecclesiastical person shall, in right of 
his dignity or office, be entitled to be a gover- 
nor or trustee of such infirmary or fever 
hospital as aforesaid.”.—(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Perhaps 
the honourable Member will explain what 
he means. 


Mr. M. HEALY: By an old Irish Act, 
the Secretary and some of the governors 
of the North Cork infirmary have votes 
simply because they are ecclesiastics— 
In the case of the 
general law the privilege is taken away 
by Statute, but in the case of Cork it 
has not been provided for, with the result 
that the Archbishop of Cashel and the 
Archbishop of Tuam are governors. 


that is preposterous. 


Mr. 
dissent. 


Sir W. Foster. 


ATKINSON was understood to 
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Mr. M. HEALY: I can tell the right 
honourable Gentleman that they are—I 
am a governor myself. I know there are 
a number of Protestant dignitaries on the 
board, and I consider it preposterous to 
make evr-officio members of these gentle 
men, 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I may men- 
tion that there are a number of other 
cases of infirmary boards in Ireland 


under the same disadvantage, and I hope 
they will also be considered. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


* Line 46, at end, add— 
“(8) This section shall not apply to the 
aterford City and County Infirmary.”—/1/r, 


Redmond. ) 


“ae 
4 


Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford City): 


This Amendment is designed to 


exempt Waterford Infirmary from 
the operation of the clause. I do 
|not think it is necessary to say more 


than a word or two on the Amendment. 
The City of Waterford Infirmary stands 
in a peculiar position. In the year 1296 
an agreement was come to with reference 
to the appointment of governors, and as 
a matter of fact it is only getting into 
working order. There was an old Act 
passed in the reign of King John under 
which an old leper hospital was acquired, 
but it was practically useless until a 
number of benevolent people came toge 
ther and subscribed £5,000 or £6,000,, 
making an arrangement by which the 


building and endowment were taken 
over. These benevolent people then 
came to Parliament at considerable 
expense, and got a_ private Bill 
passed empowering the grand juries 
to contribute in order to help on 
the hospital. The object is to 


protect infirmaries from being starved. 
Every provision in this clause 
changing the constitution of the govern- 
ing body. I do not think it is appli- 
cable to Waterford Infirmary at all. It 
was settled by what was, practically, a 
compromise of the widest possible char- 
acter. On the board at present there are 
representatives of the old leper hospital, 
also of the Protestant and Catholic clergy, 
the City and Company High Sheriffs, the 


is 
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Mavor, the Members of Parliament for 
the time being, as well as a number of 
other gentlemen. In addition, there are 
a certain number who are elected for a 
year by the donors and subscribers to the 
hospital. I speak here on the part of the 
hospital, who consider that it would be a 
great pity to interfere with the constitu- 
tion of the board, as this clause would, 
especially as under the constitution of 
the board at present the donors have got 
representation as well as other public re- 
presentatives in the city. I do think 
the Government should exempt Water- 
ford Infirmary from the operation of 
this clause. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): There 
was a certain amount of opposition 
to this Bill when it was being passed 
through Parliament, but I think it 
would have been very much stronger 
if it had not been generally 
explained that this county infirmary 
would be subject to the laws as every 
ether infirmary was. I think that was 
the general impression in my consti- 
tuency of West Waterford. It was only 
the other day that I got a copy of a 
resolution from the Corporation of Water- 
ferd asking that the provisions of the 
Government Bill should apply to the 
County Waterford infirmary. 


Mr. J. REDMOND was understood 
to say that the Mayor of Waterford was 
in favour of his proposal. 


Mr. POWER: Under ail the circum- 
stances I can say, as far as my personal 
knowledge goes, that they were under 
the impression that Waterford County 
Infirmary would be governed by laws 
that apply to other counties. 


*Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I rise, 
Sir, to say that I am opposed to the 
views of the honourable and learned 
Member for Waterford City on this ques- 
tion. There is no reason why special 
exception should be given to Waterford. 
When the Bill referred to by the honour- 
able and learned Member was brought 
forward it was clearly understood that 
the Government would introduce the 
Local Government Bill, and that very 
matter was referred to by the honour- 
able Member for the City of Waterford. 
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Mr. J. REDMOND: No. 


*Mr. SHEE: The honourable Member 
in his speech on the Second Reading 
referred to the principle that would soon 
be introduced, and that, of course, the 
county infirmary would come into it. 
For that reason my colleague and myself, 
representing the County Divisions of 
Waterford, did not oppose the conces- 
sion by which the grand jury could vote 
£800 a year. This section, as proposed 
by the Government, provides for the 
saferuarding of the rights of all interests. 
The Local Government Board will have 
the right to decide, having regard to the 
words of the section, what representa- 
tion will be given to the donors and to 
the county council. 


Mr. ATKINSON was understood to 
say that the clause enabled the county 
council to contribute such sum as was 
contributed by the grand jury. As he 
understood the Member for Waterford, 
no sum was contributed, and therefore 
there was no compulsion. 


*Mr. SHEE: Will not the provisions of 
the County Infirmary Act remain in 
force! 


Mr. ATKINSON: The point is what 
the grand jury contribute under this 
Act, and the second sub-section only 
deals with the representation of the 
county councils upon the governing 
bodies of the institutions to which the 
county councils contributed in 1896. 


*Mr. SHEE: Sub-section 2 will apply 
to the case of Waterford County In- 
firmary. The County Waterford grand 
jury vote £400, and according to the 
present clause every county infirmary 
shall be managed by a board appointed 
triennially. The Local Government Board 
may, under clause 1, diminish the grant, 
or they may allow a similar grant to be 
made by the county council in the sub- 
sequent three years. And having allowed 
that change, the Local Government 
Board would thus have to revise the 
proportion of the governors nominated 
by the corporation of the infirmary and 
the county council. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The first sub-section 
provides that the county council will 
make a contribution. 
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*Mr. SHEE: If that is the case the 
County Waterford Infirmary does not 
come under the section. This grant 
from the county council being volun- 
tary, it would come under the same 
terms as the county of Cork in connec- 
tion with the Amendment which was 
moved by the honourable Member for 
the City of Cork. If the right honour- 
able Gentleman’s interpretation of sub- 
clause 2 is correct, the Amendment of 
the honourable Member for the City of 
Waterford is unnecessary, and therefore 
I think this question ought to be 
reserved for consideration. I therefore 
ask the right honourable Gentleman to 
allow this question to stand over until he 
has an opportunity of further considering 
it. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Line 46, at end, add— 


(8) Nothing in this Act contained shall 
affect the mode of election of the physicians 
and surgeons of the Meath Hospital and 
County Dublin Infirmary who attend and serve 
the same without fee, salary, or reward.”— 


(Mr. Plunkett.) 

*Sir W. FOSTER asked what was the 
mode cf election at the Meath Hospital 
which the Amendment sought to pre- 
serve. 

Mr. ATKINSON: Under an old Act 
of George III. the medical staff under- 
took to forego their right to a sum about 
to be applied to the general maintenance 
of the hospital. It was afterwards 
recognised that the medical staff co-opted 
a new member on every occasion when a 
vacancy arose, and this clause preserves 
to them the right of co-option. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Government 
are quite willing to accept any Amend- 
to. restrict Bill, but any 
Amendment to enlarge it they refuse to 
accept. 

Mr. DILLON: I would be rather in 
favour of leaving the medical staff to 
elect their colleagues, but to state deli- 
berately that they attend “without fee, 
salary, or reward,” is simply ridiculous, 


ment their 


because I know from experience that 
they do. 
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Mr. M. HEALY was understood to ask. 
—What about the house surgeon? 
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Mr. DILLON: It is monstrous to put 
on the Statute Book that they serve 
without “fee, salary, or reward.” It is 
ridiculous to put into an Act of Parlia- 
ment what everybody knows to be false. 
If you want to keep within the line, you 
should say “without salary,” and leave 
out the words “fee, or reward.” 

*Srr W. FOSTER: I also think the 
words “without fee or reward” are too 
strong. There is always a reward, even 
if vou look at it from the point of view 
of With regard to 
students’ fees, I believe there is an expla- 
nation that all such fees are given up 
for the maintenance of the hospital. But 
even then I do not like such a system 
as that of co-option, and I would suggest 
that the last words be left out. 


curing a patient. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is 
private Act that there is a 
prohibits the acceptance of 


only in the 
clause which 
“fee, salary, 


or reward.” 


he was rather 


CLANCY 
the 


consent to the suggestion 


said 


Mr. 


surprised Government would not 


thrown out. 
He should not be surprised, because the 
Amendment was meant to preserve the 
Meath Hospital, which had been a tax 
on the people of Dublin for the last 50 
Although it got £1,000 a year 
from the county of Dublin, where the 


years. 


large majority of the ratepayers were 
Catholics, and got £300 a year from the 
city—this even to the present year—out 
of 21 governors, only three were Catho- 
lics. The council would be ready for 
the future, and he hoped they would 
tolerant their 
powers than the present governors. He 
was referring to this matter for the pur- 
pose of pointing to the policy pursued 
there. He thought it was really too much 
to say that when they were making th? 
grant compulsory upon the Nationalists 
ef Dublin, they should keep: this hospital 


make a more use of 
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a distinctly Protestant institution to the | Amendment did not touch them directly 
end of time. These honorary officers |or indirectly. On the other hand there 
elected nobody but themselves. They |were some physicians and surgeons con- 
were all Protestants, and, in fact, the | nected with the institution who, so far 
whole thing, which ought to be managed |ha:k as 1814, in consideration of sur- 
.on strictly Liberal principles, considering | rendering a Government grant of £100 
that Protestants and Catholics paid the|a year, which, up to that time went into 





money which supported it, was actually 
turned, so far as it possibly could be 
turned, into a distinctly sectarian insti- 
tution. It was beyond reason to suggest 
that when they were changing the, whole 
system of local government in Ireland, 
they should continue this offensive little 
body of Orange ascendency. He was sur- | 
prised that the Member for South Dub- | 
lin, his colleague in the representation, 
found himself bound, by apparent ties 
of allegiance to his party, to father such 
an Amendment as this. He knew that 
in private life the honourable Member 
was a liberal-minded man, and he be- 
lieved he would not attempt to frame a 
clause of this character if it were not 
suggested to him by persons of a more 
bigoted frame of mind. He acquitted | 
the honourable Member of a charge of | 
bigotry, but he invited him and others | 
to say whether, at the end of the 19th| 
century, they ought to cling to such an 
idea. It simply meant the keeping up 
of Protestantism to the end of time. 
They knew that when popular influence 
became exerted in this hospital these 





gentlemen would find it advisable to | 


drop their privileges, and he suggested 
to the honourable Member for South 


Dublin that the best thing he could do} 


for the promotion of peace would be to 
withdraw this insulting Amendment. 


Me. J. H. M. CAMPBELL (Dublin, 


St. Stephen’s Green) said that, so far as 


he knew—and he knew something of the 
medical staff of this hospital—not a 
single one of the honorary medical offi- 
cers was connected with the Orange 
institution. What was sought in this 
Amendment was that there should be 
ratified a bargain made in this institu- 
tion nearly 100 years ago. First of all, 
it ought to be understood that there 
were two staffs in this infirmary—a paid 
and an unpaid staff. 


by the newly created body. 


lobtained this 


The former were 
not affected by the Amendment in any 
shape or form, and would be appointed ‘ 
There | put aside. 


their pockets, and that being devoted 
and applied to the maintenance of the 
institution and the wants of the inmates, 
privilege of co-option 
among themselves. 


AN HONOURABLE MrmMBER: They are 
dead. 


Mr. CLANCY: The honourable Mem- 
ber, with that astuteness which charac- 
terised a member of his profession, said 
“They are dead,” but he would have 
thought that in the case of a corporation 
the rights would continue. He was con- 
vinced that the honourable Member had 
never read the Act of Parliament. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is repealed. 

Mr. CLANCY: He had been made 
aware of the fact that it was not re- 
pealed ; at least, the managers of the in- 
stitution had informed him to that 
effect. He had no reason to believe 
that it was repealed. 


Mr. M. HEALY: The general Act 
under which £100 a year is given is 
repealed. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL said that, at 
}any rate, on the faith of the arrange 
|ment, which had been stereotyped in an 
| Act of Parliament, this £100 a year, 
\instead of going to these gentlemen, was 
|applied to the maintenance and support 
|of this institution, and he could see no 
|reason why this bargain should now be 
|sought to be broken. He said nothing 
|now as to the religion or politics of the 
|staff; he knew nothing; he could not 
| tell the Committee at this moment what 
the religion of any of the medical and 
surgical staff was. He was putting the 
|matter upon a different principle—that 
if there was an arrangement founded 
| upon an Act of Parliament, that arrange- 
ment ought not to be broken or lightly 
He hoped the Government 








were certain medical and surgical officers | would accept the Amendment, which they 


who were paid, but, as he had said, asad te intimated their intention of doing, 
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for it simply provided that what Parlia- 
ment had already agreed to should 
remain the law, so far as it applied to 
the honorary physicians and surgeons of 
the hospital. From the moment that 
any one of these gentlemen turned his 
position from an honorary one into one to 
which salary was attached, he ceased to 
be one of those who had a right to 
co-opt, which proceeding was strictly | 
confined to those physicians and surgeons 
who continued to act without fee or 
#molument. 


Mr. PLUNKETT said he could 
assure the Committee that he had | 
not the slightest idea of what the religion 
of the doctors or surgeons or attendants | 
or anybody else connected with this 
hospital was. When the Amendment 
was submitted to him by one of the 
doctors in charge it seemed to him te 
be a very reasonable one. The doctors 
had given their services gratuitously for 
a century and a quarter, and desired that 
that arrangement sbould be continued. 
However, it was extremely inconvenient 
that a controversy should arise at this 
period upon this clause, and that the 
Debate should be prolonged. He there- 
fore asked his right honourable Friend 
to look further into the matter, and if 
he should see no reason for not accepting 
it, it might be brought up again on the 
Report stage. 





I had 
sectarian 
matter. 
there- 
time 


GERALD BALFOUR: 
at all that any 
question is involved this 
It might, perhaps, be well, 
fore, that I should have some 
to look into the question and to consider 
both sides of it, and then it is possible 
some compromise may be arrived at. 


Mr. 
no idea 
in 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause added to the Bill. 
| 


CLAUSE. | 
“Page 7, after clause 15, insert the follow- | 
ing clause— 


“(1) The council of any county may, if| 
they think fit, agree with the Congested Dis- | 
tricts Board for Ireland to take over from | 
that board any marine work in the county | 
which has been constructed or acquired by 


Mr. J. H. M. Campbell. 


NEw 
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such board, and upon any such agreement the 
work shall become the public property of the 
county, subject nevertheless to the payment of 
compensation to any person other than the 
Congested Districts Board in like manner as if 
the same had been taken by the county council 
under the authority of a provisional order duly 
confirmed in pursuance of this Act. 7 


(2) Where any marine work becomes 
vested in a county council under this section, 
or is or becomes public property under section 
sixty-eight of the Grand Juries Act, 1836, the 
provisions of the Fisheries (Ireland) Act, 1846, 
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|and the Grand Jury (Ireland) Act, 1853, rela- 


tive to maintenance and repair, and as to tolls 
and rates, and as to by-laws, rates, orders, 
and regulations and otherwise, shall apply to 
such work as if it had been constructed by 
the Board of Works under the said Act of 
1846, and become the public property of the 
county under the said Act of 1853. 

“ (3) The provisions of the said Acts and of 
this section respecting maintenance and repair 
shall extend to reconstruction. 

“(4) For the purposes of this section, 
‘marine work’ means any harbour, dock, pier, 
quay, wharf, beacon, light, or other similar 
work, and includes the approaches to any 
marine work as above defined, and all land and 
property used in connection therewith.”—/ Mr. 
(rerald Balfour.) 


(Juestion proposed— 
* That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. M. HEALY said he could not 
understand why the Board of Works 
should have power given them to fix tolls 
and make by-laws. He suggested that 
net only in the case of these works, but 
oi all works handed over to the grand 
juries, the county council should lave 
the powers of making by-laws. That was 
expressly recommended by the Cork 
grand jury, and he hoped that the 
Government would consider the matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he 
thought it was desirable to guard against 
the exaction of preferential rates. 


Mr. M. HEALY said he thought the 


| local body would naturally take more 


interest in a public work if they had 
really some power of management over 
it, together with the obligation of spend- 
ing money upon it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he hoped that 
no county would put the clause in 
operation. When a pier had to be built 
the usual practice at present was for the 
Congested Districts Board to send a 














ct i i el 











613 Local Government 


person down to the locality. One section 
of the community urged that the pier 
should be built at one spot, and another 
section was equally insistent on having 
the pier at a different spot. The result 
generally was that, in order to 
please both parties, the pier was built 
midway between the two rival spots 
selected, and at a point where no boat 
could enter. 


Mr. PLUNKETT said he did not think 
the aspersions which had been made upon 
the Congested Districts Board were 
justified. 


Clause read a second time. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX said the word 
“construction” seemed to him to 
be an unfortunate word. In almosé all 
cases where a pier was blown down it 
was not owing to the sea, but the way 
in which the pier had been built. As 
he understood the clause, the county 
council would be in a difficulty—they 
would be forced either to reconstruct the 
pci according to the old plans, or to leave 
it alone, for they could not go upon a 
more medern plan. He moved an Amend- 
ment to provide that the reconstruction 
of marine works should be ‘“ according 
to the original or any new plan.” 


Mr. FIELD said that in the case of the 
harbours along the south coast of Ireland 
the Board of Works had managed to do 
the* wrone thing. He held that the 
newly-created local authorities ought to 
do what was best for their localities, and 
not ace ept the schemes of engineers sent 
down to force their plans against the 
opinions of those who knew better. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he would 
be prepared to accept the words subject 
to consideration. 


Amendment agreed to and inserted. 


Clause as amended added to the Bill. 


New CLavse. 
_ “Page 10, after clause 21, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 
_ “*(1) Where an urban or rural county district 
m any county contains a population, according 
to the last published census for the time being, 
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exceeding 5,000, the chairman of the council 
for the district shall, unless a woman or per- 
sonally disqualified by any Act, be by virtue 
of his office a justice of the peace for the 
county, but, except when sitting in quarter 
or general sessions, shall act only within the 
petty sessional division or divisions comprising 
the district, or any part of the district. 
“«(2) The chairman of the council of any 
urban county district who is not a justice of the 
peace under the foregoing provisions of this 
section shall, if not a woman or personally 
disqualified by any Act, be a justice of the 
peace in like manner as if he had been 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor under sec- 
tion 29 of the Towns Improvement (Lreland) 
Act, 1854. 

*(5) A chairman, before acting as justice 
under this section, shali, if he has not already 
done so, take the oaths required by law to be 
taken by a justice of the peace. 

*** (4) The power of the Lord Chancellor, under 
section 29 of the Towns Improvement (Ireland) 
Act, 1854, to select a commissioner to act as 
justice of the peace shall cease. 

“*(5) Nothing in this section shall apply toa 
borough.’”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said he thanked 
the Government for this useful clause, 
but thought it ought not to be re 
stricted. If inserted at all it ought also 
to be made to apply to boroughs. In 
the case of Dublin they were governed 
not by magistrates, but by special metro- 
politan magistrates, and he believed the 
position was similar in Belfast. It 
might be useful to exclude Dublin, but 
why exclude Cork, Limerick, or Kil- 
kenny! He urged the Government to 
reconsider this matter upon the Report 
stage. 


Clause read a second time. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tine 5, leave out from ‘but’ to end of 
line 8.°—(Mr. Dillon.) 


*Mr. DILLON said it appeared to him 
that the county magistrates in the coun- 
ties of Ireland were divided into two 
classes, the privileged class and the cir- 
cumscribed. He knew that some time 
ago there were magistrates who ranged 
at large over the whole country, and 
who sat where they liked. Words which 
restricted the action of the magistrate 
to his own particular petty sessional dis- 
trict were not in the English Act. Sup- 
posing even that it were true that new 
rules were introduced affecting all the 
magistrates, and preventing them sitting 
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where they liked in a county, he thought 
that was a bad principle. These words 
would place popularly elected magis- 
trates in an inferior position to the 
other magistrates, whereas they ought to 
have the right to sit anywhere in a 
county. 


*Mr. W. JOHNSTON said his eldest son 
vas a magistrate, and when appointed 
by the present Government it was dis- 
tinctly intimated to him that he should 
only act in a certain petty sessional 
division. 


Mr. FLYNN said he could not under- 
stand why magistrates who were popu- 
larly elected should be restricted. They 
had the confidence of their fellow citizens, 
and ought to have the right to sit in 
any petty sessional division. 


Local Government 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not think the 
mover of the Amendment quite realises 
the gross abuses which used to arise when 


it was the custom for magistrates to sit 
outside their own petty sessional divi- 
sions, perhaps for some private or per- 
sonal advantage. So great had the evil 
grown that during recent years it has 
been customary for the Lord Chancellor, 
when a man is appointed to the Bench, 
to inform him that he is expected to con- 
fine himself to his own petty sessional 
district ; and afterwards, if the magis- 
trate does go beyond his own petty 
sessional district, one of the matters he 
is asked to explain is what induced him 
todo so. But the e7-officio justices which 
this Bill creates would be entirely inde- 
pendent of the Lord Chancellor in this 
respect, and the object of this clause is 
to put such evz-officio justices as far as 
possible in the same position as ordinary 
magistrates, and to make each one con- 
fine himself as far as possible to his own 
petty sessional district. In other respects 
there would be no difference, but in this 
particular respect the ev-officio magis- 
trate would, but for this clause, have far 
wider powers than magistrate ap- 
pointed by the Lord Chancellor. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think 
effect of introduction of 
words may be very eurious in certain 


the 


the 
the these 
vases, though I am not saying that under 
the circumstances the provision of the 
Government is not an unreasonable one. 


Mr. Dillon. 
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At the same time I am inclined to think 
that the common law would operate if a 
man chanced to misconduct himself by 
going out of his own division, and thus car- 
ried on abuses which have properly been 
put down. Would it not, therefore, be 
better, instead of confining a man in this 
way by Statute, to leave the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s jurisdiction as it is at present, and 
not to give an opportunity for the diffi- 
culties which would arise if the clause 
were allowed to stand as it is drawn? I 
hope that the right honourable Gentle- 
man will also apply his mind to the case 
of boroughs. Take, for instance, the 
borough of Wexford. The mayoralty of 
Wexford has been in existence for hun- 
dreds of years, and the Mayor is entitled 
within the borough to precedence even 
over the Recorder ; and surely it is unfair 
to do anything which would make the 
holder of such an office inferior in point 
of dignity to chairmen of local boards? 


Mr. DILLON: My chief objection 
to this new system is that it ought 
to apply to all the magistrates, and 
that you should not up in a 
county privileged magistrates who could 
go to a district other than their own, and 
others who are confined within certain 
limits ; and a thing to which I strongly 
object—though I do not intend to divide 
the House on it—is this: that in the Bill 
creating these new popular magistrates 
there should be contained words which 
certainly seem to put upon them a cer- 
tain stigma as of inferiority as compared 
with other magistrates already created. 
The Statute almost puts it, indeed, as if 
these newly-elected magistrates were likely 
to be men of dangerous character, who 
must be cribbed, cabined, and confined 
within their own districts. The honour- 
able and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General said that undoubtedly, according 
to law, men appointed for the county 
have a right to act over any portion of it, 
and that such right was only modified by 
the action of the Lord Chancellor in call- 
ing on a magistrate who had acted out- 
side his own district to give his reasons 
for doing so, but that the whole custom 
and practice of the law was that a magis- 
trate appointed to the county bench was 
really a magistrate for the whole county. 
As I have said, my strong objection to 
this clause is that it appears to place 
these popular magistrates in an inferior 
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class, as it were, to the ordinary county 
magistrates. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I would point out a 
matter which seems to have escaped the 
attention of certain honourable Gentle- 
men with regard to certain borough 
magistrates. Take the case of the Mayor 
of Sligo, for instance. The Mayor of 
Sligo, though he is a county magistrate, 
can only act as a magistrate in the 
borough of Sligo. 


Mr. M. HEALY: The right honour- 
able Gentleman has referred to Sligo. 
That borough is only part of the petty 
sessional district, and accordingly, when 
the mayor sits on the bench he has to 
consider whether a case has arisen within 
the borough or within that portion of the 
petty sessional district which lies outside 
the borough, and in the latter event he is 
not justified in acting. But what of the 
chairman of commissioners of Dundalk! 
He would, under this Bill, be made a 
justice of the peace not only for the urban 
district of Dundalk, but for any district 
which comprises any part of the council 
area. Let me take, for instance, the case 
of Drogheda. That and Dundalk are two 
towns in the county. One is at a higher 
status than the other by having a 
mayor and _ corporation, but the 
right honourable Gentleman will now 
give the chairman of Commissioners of 
Dundalk a higher position magisterially 
than the Mayor of Drogheda has, 
because the Mayor of Drogheda is 
reserved to his existing jurisdiction, 
which will be limited to the town- 
ship of Drogheda, whereas the chairman 
of commissioners, being chairman of the 
urban district council, will have jurisdic- 
tion not only in Dundalk, but in every 
part which is comprised within the urban 
district. Thus the right honourable 
Gentleman gives the chairman of com- 
missioners full power to sit upon any 
case in a court where the mayor is some- 
times a justice and sometimes not. I am 
strongly of opinion that there should be 
dene for the mayor, in a case of this 
sort, what the Bill proposes to do for 
the chairman of town commissioners. 


Mr. JORDAN: I hope the Govern- 
ment will adhere to the principle 
they have laid down in the Bill. I 
believe it was at our request that they 
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put in the clause, and, as far as my 
experience goes, the chairman of a dis- 
trict council would, under this clause, be 
in the same position as recently-made 
magistrates who proceed from the Lord 
Chancellor just inthe same position. We 
have been restricted to certain petty 
sessional districts as a matter of agree- 
ment between the Lord Chancellor and 
those who were made magistrates. I 
suppose the present Lord Chancellor is 
carrying out the same arrangement as 
his predecessor, and therefore I say that 
these men will only be in the same posi- 
tion as are those who have recently been 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor. I 
urge the Government not to recede from 
their position. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Line 8, after ‘district’ insert ‘and 
such chairman of an urban district shall be 
styled and known as the ‘mayor.’”—(Mr. 
T. M. Healy.) 


Sir T. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): I 
beg to move on behalf of my honourable 
and learned Friend. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think this is an Amendment which 
ought to be pressed. At present the 
title of mayor is a distinction. the value 
of which would undoubtedly be lessened 
if it were held by a large number of 
persons. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: This is a conces- 
sion which would cost the Government 
nothing; and may I ask the Govern- 
ment to read the schedule in the Act of 
1842, and note the enormous number of 
mayors who were then struck away? I 
think if they do they will be somewhat 
surprised. The right honourable Gen- 
tleman suggests that the proposal would, 
if carried, cheapen the distinction. In 
America, in every little town you go into, 
not only are there captains and colonels 
and generals, but there is a mayor in 
every one, and in England I should 
say that there are at least 150 towns 


whose chief officers bear the title. If 


this Amendment were agreed to it would 
be restoring to these towns an honour 
which in many cases they bore up to 
1842. In other cases the chief officers 
were called portreeves, and titles of 
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ancient dignity of that class. I repeat 
that, as it would cost the Government 
nothing, I think they might well with- 
draw their objection to the Amendment. 

Mr. JORDAN: I support this proposi- 
tion. It would be some compensation 
for what the right honourable Gentle 
man has deprived the towns of in other 
parts of this Bill. We have really been 
deprived of things, just as the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman himself is deprived 
by the Bill of certain rights and privi- 
leges. 

Mr. FLYNN: The distinction of being 
mayor of a great corporation and a man 
of some standing in the country would 
unquestionably lose its significance if 
the towns which now have the honour 
were put into competition with these 
little boroughs. Even the Lord Mayors 
of Dublin and Cork would hardly be in 
such a distinguished position if the title 
of mayor was bestowed on chairmen of 
district councils. 


Amendment negatived without a 
Division. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Line 10, after ‘section,’ insert— 

“And also the chairman of any town or 
township commissioners under the Lighting of 
Towns (Ireland) Act, 1828, or the Towns Im- 
provement (Ireland) Act, 1854, or under any 
local Act.”—(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I could not 
accept the Amendment so far as the 
Lighting of Towns Act is concerned. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Then I move it with- 
out the reference to that Act. 


Amendment, with the omission of 
the words “the Lighting of Towns (Ire 
land) Act, 1828, or” agreed to. 


Clause as amended added to the Bill. 


New Cuavse. 


“Page 11, after clause 23, insert the follow- 
ing clause :— 


“There shall be transferred to the council 
of every urban district excepted from section 
one hundred and sixty of the Public Health 
Act, 1878 (by reason of being a town or town- 
ship having commissioners under a local Act) 
the business of the board of guardians as burial 
board, and the said council shall be the burial 
board for the district.”"—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) 


Clause added to the Bill. 
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“Page 11, after clause 24, insert the follow- 
ing clause :— 


“The power conferred by section one hundred 
and four of the Public Health Act, 1878, upon 
an urban authority to purchase a market from 
a market company shall extend to authorise 
the purchase from any person of any franchise 
or right to hold a market or fair, whether 
under Act, letters patent, or otherwise, and 
the said section shall apply accordingly, with 
the necessary modifications.’"-—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): This 
clause deals with very much the same 
matters as are dealt with in a clause 
put down later in the Bill by the honour- 
able Member for Monaghan. As far as 
it goes, this clause is satisfactory, but 
in my opinion it should be made com- 
pulsory to a certain extent. 

“To authorise the purchase from any person 
of any franchise or right to hold a market or 
fair” 
is a very good provision, but I do not 
think it will be at all operative unless com- 
pulsory powers are given to urban dis- 
trict councils to take over these tolls and 
custom rights. With regard to the town 
of Ennis, which I represent, the tolls 
from fairs and markets are vestied in and 
collected by Lord Leconfield for his sole 
benefit; but he gives no contribution 
whatever towards the expenses neces 
sarily incurred in keeping the town in 
a sanitary condition, nor does he own 
any property in the town whatever; 
and it does seem in this age rather an 
extraordinary thing that under old letters 
patent, granted in the reign of James IL, 
he should enjoy such a right as this. 
What I think the right honourable 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary should 
do would be to give the district councils 
compulsory powers to purchase these 
rights for whatever they may be worth 
from gentlemen like Lord Leconfield, and 
to vest them in the representatives of 
the district councils. Money might be 
advanced on easy terms, and fair com- 
pensation given. I do not desire to delay 
the Committee, but this is a point on 
which great interest is felt in the town 
of Ennis, and at the suggestion of the 
Ennis Commissioners, I once put a ques- 
tion on this subject. The first clause un- 
doubtedly goes some way towards meet- 
ing the suggestion of the Commissioners 
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of Ennis, and the wishes of other towns, 
but I do not think it will amount to 
much, unless some compulsory powers 
are given. 


Captain DONELAN: I desire to sup- 
port the suggestion of my honourable 
Friend the Member for Clare. There 
is a town in my own _ neighbour- 
hood, the circumstances of which are 
very much the same as those of Ennis, 
and the town commissioners requested 
me to place on the Paper an Amendment 
dealing with this matter. This I did 
before Easter, but you, Sir, ruled it out 
of order at that stage, and therefore I 
put it down as a new clause. I myself 
think that the urban councils are the 
proper authorities to have the control 
and management of fairs and markets, 
but I fear that an arrangement could 
hardly be carried out unless these powers 
of compulsory purchase are granted to 
them—purchase, say, by arbitration at 
a fair and reasonable price. I would also 
suggest to the right honourable Gentle- 
man the desirability of including town 
halls in this clause, if he can see his way 
todo it. In my clause I suggested that 
the council of any urban district should 
be entitled to acquire any existing town 
hall by arbitration ; and I would suggest 
an Amendment to this clause to the effect 
that an urban authority shall be entitled 
to acquire any existing town hall on 
terms to be fixed by arbitration, or, if the 
right honourable Gentleman does not 
agree to that, any form of words to 
the same effect which he cares to accept. 
I might mention that there are towns in 
Ireland in which these town halls are 
private property. They are not the 
majority of cases—most of che towns own 
their halls; but there are cases in which 
the town halls are private property, and 
in which the town commissioners have 
really no power even to hold their meet- 
ings without permission. In my own 
constituency of East Cork, in the town 
of Middleton, the town hall belongs to a 
local landlord, and the town commis- 
sioners have not even the power to hold 
meetings there without the permission of 
that landlord. I venture to think that 


if the right honourable Gentleman could 
see his way to include town halls within 
the scope of this olause, it would relieve 
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a legitimate grievance, and would place 
all Irish towns on an equality in this 
particular respect. I sincerely hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will consider 
this. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The 
Government have carefully considered 
those points, and we do not think it 1s 
advisable in this clause to give compui- 
sory powers for the purchase of markets 
and fair grounds. There is nothing to 
prevent a town from purchasing a town 
hall. Of course, they have not got com- 
pulsory powers to acquire land, but 
there ought to be no serious difficulty in 
the way of purchasing town halls if they 
desired to do so. 


Mr. FIELD: Under the existing state 
of things the management of the live 
stock business is not at all satisfactory, 
and I think the result of this appeal 
will be to strengthen the hands of the 
right honourable Gentleman. Otherwise 
this change cannot be satisfactorily 
carried out. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: I recognise what 
the Chief Secretary has said, and it is 
undoubtedly an attempt by the Govern- 
ment to meet the case put forward in the 
Amendment that stands in the name of 
the honourable Gentleman the Member 
for Monaghan. If the urban district 
councils do not gain possession of those 
rights over the markets and fairs, I hope 
that later on the Government will see the 
advisability of transferring those rights 
to the representative councils in whom 
they should be vested. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : I 
desire to call the attention of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland to the matter which I 
brought before him in the form of a ques- 
tion to-day, and in this case, at all events, 
he ought to see his way to relieve the 
city of Kilkenny of that burden and give 
them the right to manage their own 
affairs. He can relieve us of those 
amounts, and he ought to allow the city 
of Kilkenny to hold what ‘fairs they 
please and when they please, because the 
Treasury does nothing to assist those 
fairs. 
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Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
With regard to this question, it is 
one which has been agitating the 
public mind for a considerable time, 
and it is at present very unsatis- 
factory. Already the commissioners 
have practically had all the powers which 
the Government could give them, and 
they have not met the requirements in 
the way that they should be met. The 
fact of the matter is that the monopo- 
lists get possession of these markets and 
fairs, and they make no improvements. 
They do nothing for the benefit of the 
market towns, with the result that the 
farm produce is diverted into other 
channels and the markets die. Wherever 
these old towns have not the facilities to 
take care of their own markets and their 
fairs, they, of course, are neglected, and 
they suffer accordingly. Now this ques- 
tion has been inquired into by three 
different Royal Commissions since 1853, 
and it has therefore been considered a 
matter of public interest. A Royal Com- 
mission has reported that where these 
matters are in the hands of private 
individuals and monopolists, invariably 
the interests of the market towns 
are sacrificed to the interests of pri- 
vate enterprise. Therefore I do think 
that the Government ought to recon- 
sider this matter before they come to a 
final decision, because it is a very serious 
thine for some of the towns which are 
hampered in this way. We havxe got 
the markets now in such a condition that 
it is impossible to get the business done 
there which ought to be done in any 
kind of way that is at all practical. For 
instance, there no proper entrance. 
If the weather is wet they are exposed to 
the inclemency of the weather. I do 
think these are matters which ought to 
be in the hands of the local authorities 
and not in the hands of local monopo- 
lists, who desire nothing but to reap rich 
rewards and big profits. We feel that 
this is a state of things that ought not 
to be, considering that it has so long 
been a matter of consideration by various 
Royal Commissions, and invariably their 
reports have been that abuses, extor- 
tions, and illegalities have been practised 
in places where the fairs and markets 
were under the control of private indi- 
viduals or monopolists. When the town 
authorities have had charge of these 
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matters they are managed more to the 
benefit of the towns than when private 
individuals control them, and I hope and 
trust that the Government will see their 
way to make some proposal by whizh 
these markets will be acquired by arbi- 
tration and settled. 


Mr. JORDAN: I sympathise with 
honourable Members in their desire to 
endeavour to obtain control of the mar- 
kets, but that would not be advisable 
unless they could obtain them at a iair 
price. I think this clause goes a con- 
siderable distance, but if you give com- 
pulsory powers to the towns to buy the 
markets mentioned they would be apt 
to pay too much for those markets, and 
instead of producing good it might be 
an evil. I know of one town where the 
commissioners got power to buy the 
gasworks, but the gas company wanted 
too much money, and the commis 
sioners did not buy them. In the same 
town they got the offer of the 
markets, but they would not buy 
because they thought the price was 
too much and they would not derive 
a sufficient revenue for their money. I 
think, if you gave them power to buy 
the markets, in nine cases out of ten, if 
they were proper financiers, they would 
not buy. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


New Cuavse. 


“ Page 11, after clause 25, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“ (1) The council of any county district com- 
prising the whole or part of a fishery district 
under the Fisheries (Ireland) Act, 1848, may 
make towards the expenses of the board of 
conservators of such fishery district a contri- 
bution not exceeding in any one local financial 
year a sum equal to a rate of one halfpenny in 
the pound on the rateable value of the county 
district at the beginning of the year. 


(2) A district council making such contri- 
bution may appoint annually such number of 
persons as the Lord Lieutenant may deter- 
mine to act as conservators of fisheries for 
that fishery district, in addition to, and to- 
gether with, the conservators under the said 
Act.”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: No amount of 
representation could be reasonably pro- 
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posed to the county council to give them 
any real voice in the proceedings of most 
of these Fishery Boards, and power 
should be given to reduce their number. 
In most cases, the boards are absurdly 
large, and I venture to think the Govern- 
ment ought to have taken the same 
course as other governors had on the 
new governing boards of smaller size, 
where there was some _ proportionate 
representation of the county coun- 
cils and other interests of the com- 


munity. As the clause now stands 
I do not believe it will have any 
operation in this respect. If the 


county council find that they only get 
three or four representatives out of some 
90 or 100, they will not make any con- 
tribution, and nothing will be done. And 
I venture to say that if power were given 
to reduce the number of these boards it 
would be a great improvement. I dare 
say the right honourable Gentleman will 
not have time to consider it now, but I 
would ask him to consider that point for 
the Report stage. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


New Cuavse. 


“Page 11, after clause 25, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“The provisions of the Towns Improvement 
Act, 1854, as amended by the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Ireland) Act, 1872, respecting by- 
laws in relation to boats plying for hire, and 
the owners and boatmen thereof, shall apply 
to every rural district in like manner as if the 
council of the district were commissioners 
under the first-mentioned Act.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


New Cuavuss. 


_ “Page 12, after clause 27, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“(1) The Towns Improvement Act, 1854, 
and the enactments amending the same, shall, 
subject to the exceptions and with the 
amendments made by this Act, apply 
to the town forming the urban sanitary 
district of Carrickfergus, and to every 
town having commissioners under the Lighting 
of Towns (Ireland) Act, 1828, which is at the 
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passing of this Act or afterwards becomes an 
urban sanitary district, and shall so apply in 
like manner as if it had been in whole adopted 
in the town, and the boundaries of each such 
town at the passing of this Act were the 
boundaries approved under the said Act. 


“ (2) In each such town the number of coun- 
cillors shall be the same as the existing number 
of commissioners. Provided that, if the Local 
Government Board think fit to divide the town 
into wards, the wards shall be determined and 
set out, and the commissioners apportioned 
among the wards in manner provided by sec- 
tion fifteen of the said Act, for a town where 
there are municipal commissioners, and the 
number of commissioners may be varied so as 
to be in accordance with section sixteen of 
the said Act. 


“ (3) The urban district council of Carrick- 
fergus shall, as successors of the municipal 
commissioners of Carrickfergus, be the Carrick. 
fergus harbour commissioners, and the enact- 
ments relating to the transfer of property from 
the said municipal commissioners to the urban 
district council shall be subject to the provi- 
sions of this Act with respect to such portioa 
of the county of the town of Carrickfergus aa 
forms part of the rural sanitary district.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Clause read a second time. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*Line 5, leave out from ‘which’ to ‘ dis- 
trict ’’ in line 6.” 


“Line 9, after ‘said,’ insert ‘ first-men- 
tioned.’ ” 

“Line 10, after ‘councillors,’ insert ‘or 
commissioners, as the case may be.’”—(Mr. 
M. Healy.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause as amended added to the Bill 


without a Division. 


New CLavse. 


“Page 32, after clause 59, insert the fol- 
lowing clause— 


““(1) The secretary of every county council 
and the clerk of every urban district council 
shall within cne month after making a poor 
rate, send to every board of guardians for a 
union wholly or partly situate within the 
county or district, a copy, certified by such 
secretary to be a true copy, of so much of the 
rate book containing such poor rate as relates 
to the union. 


“ (2) Every county council shall arrange by 
contract for all printing, whether of lists, 
forms, registers, or otherwise, required in con- 
nection with the Registration Acts, or with 
the Jurors (Ireland) Acts, 1871 to 1894, 
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whether such printing is required by the secre- 
tary of the council, or any clerk of the peace, 
clerk of a union, or town clerk, and the said 
printing shall be done in accordance with the 
contract so made, and not otherwise, unless 
in any exceptional case the county council for 
special reasons so permit. 


“‘(3) Every such contract shall be made, and 
the like tenders shall be obtained in like 
manner, so nearly as circumstances admit, as 
in the case of a public work, the expenses of 
which are leviable off the county at large.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Clause read a second time. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 2, leave out ‘one month,’ and insert 
‘three months.’”—(Mr. Plunkett. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 6, 

“Such copy shall be received as evidence of 
the contents of the rate book in any court, in 
like manner as if it was the original rate book ; 
and a copy, or extract of such copy, or any 
part thereof, may be certified under the hand 
of the clerk of the union as being a true copy 
of the said rate book, or any part thereof, or 
of the valuation of any lands as appearing in 
the rate book, and shall be received in evi- 
dence in all respects as if the same were a 
copy or extract from the original rate book.” 
—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


after ‘union,’ insert— 


Mr. ATKINSON : I object to the word- 
ing of this Amendment, and I think it 
had better follow the wording of the 9th 
The honourable Member will 
find that practically his Amendment is 


section. 


already provided for in clause 74, sub- | 


section 9. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I 
satisfied with that explanation, and I beg 
leave to withdraw my Amendment. 


Sir T.. ESMONDE: I think it 


will be a very great inconvenience for 


am quite 


anyone who desires information to have 
to go and ask the clerk of the union for 
it, and some other facilities ought to be 
provided for. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause as amended added to the Bill 
without a Division. 
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New Cause. 


“Page 32, after clause 59, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“On and after the first day of October, One 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-nine, or 
such other day, not more than six months 
earlier or later, as may be fixed by the Local 
Government Board, the following provisions 
shall apply with respect to the Dublin Col- 
lector General of Rates, and to the poor rate, 
police tax, bridge tax, and bridge rate:— 

“(1) The poor rate shall be levied in the city 
of Dublin in like manner as in the rest of Ire 
land, and all enactments with respect to 
making, levying, collecting, and recovering the 
poor rate shall apply accordingly ; 

(2) The Commissioner of Police of Dublin 
Metropolis, under the Dublin Metropolis Police 
Acts, shall, at the prescribed time before the 
beginning of every local financial year, esti- 
mate the amount of money which he finds 
necessary for the maintenance of the police 
force, and for the several purposes of the said 
Acts during that year, not exceeding the 
amount which the Commissioner is, under the 
said Acts, or any of them, entitled to raise by 
a rate thereunder ; 

“(3) The Dublin Port and Docks Board 
shall, at the prescribed time before the begin- 
ning of every local financial year, estimate 
|the amount of money which they require to 
| be raised in that year for the purpose of the 
| bridge tax (if any) and bridge rate respec- 
| tively ; 

“(4) The commissioner and board respec- 
tively shall apportion each amount so esti- 
| mated between the city of Dublin and the rest 
| of the police district of Dublin metropolis, or 
| of the bridge area (as the case may be), which 
is outside the city of Dublin, and shall so 
|apportion according to rateable value, and shall 
send to the council for the city of Dublin a 
demand for the amount apportioned to that 
city, and to the council of the county of 
| Dublin a demand for the amount apportioned 
to the rest of the police district or bridge 
area; and each council shall pay by equal 
half-yearly payments the amount specified in 
such demand ; 

(5) The council of the city of Dublin shall 
raise, either by means of a separate rate, or by 
|means of the poor rate, but as a separate item 
thereof, a sum equal to the amounts specified 
in such demand, but the demand note shall 
specify approximately the amount in the pound 
required for each amount ; 





“(6) A sum equal to each of the amounts 
specified in such demand on the county council 
of the county of Dublin shall be raised, either 
by a separate rate or in manner provided by 
this Act, with respect to a railway or harbour 
charge ; 

(7) A council levying a separate rate for the 
purpose of this section shall make, levy, and 
collect the same upon the same basis and in 
|like manner as the poor rate, and all enact- 
|ments relating to the poor rate shall apply 
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accordingly with the exception that a person 
shall not be disqualified for being registered as 
a parliamentary or local government elector by 
reason of the non-payment of any such rate ; 

“(8) Where any property would but for 
this section be liable to be assessed for the 
purpose of raising any amount which under 
this section is to be raised by the poor rate, 
such property shall be liable for the purpose 
of that amount to be assessed to the poor rate 
and to the said separate rate ; 


“(9) In this section the expression ‘bridge 
tax,’ means the quay wall tax and bridge tax 
leviable under the Dublin Bridge Act, 1854, 
and the expression ‘bridge rate,’ means the 
rate leviable under the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board and Bridges Act, 1876; and the expres- 
sion ‘bridge area,’ has the same meaning as 
in the latter Act ; 

“(10) The offices of the Collector General 
of Rates, under the Dublin Collection of Rates 
Act, 1849, and of his officers, shall be 
abolished, without prejudice to the provisions 
of the Dublin Corporation Act, 1890; and the 
persons who, on the last day of March, One 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight, held 
the said offices, and continue to hold them 
until abolition of their offices, shall be entitled 
to abolition superannuation allowance, in 
accordance with section 70 (A) of the said Act 
of 1890, and that section shall apply, with 
the necessary modifications, and in particular 
with the substitution of the Local Government 
Board for the Lord Lieutenant ; 

“(11) The compensation granted in pursu- 
ance of this section to the Collector General, or 
any such officer, shall be apportioned in manner 
provided by sub-section two of section seventy- 
one of the Dublin Corporation Act, 1890, as if 
it were the abolition compensation mentioned 
in that section ; 

(12) Any sum which on such is payable by 
the corporation of the city of Dublin, and such 
portions of any superannuation allowances, 
abolition superannuation allowances, or aboli- 
tion compensation, as under the said section 
seventy-one, are payable by the said corpora- 
tion, shall be paid by the council of the city 
of Dublin to the Local Government Board ; 

“(13) Such portions of any compensation 
granted in pursuance of this section, or of any 
superannuation allowances, abolition super- 
annuation allowances, or abolition compensa- 
tion, under section seventy-one of the Dublin 
Corporation Act, 1890, as are payable other- 
wise than by the corporation of the city cf 
Dublin (the total of which portions is in this 
Act referred to as the Collector General's 
wunuity) shall be obtained by the Local 
Government Board from, and be payable by, 
the county councils of the county at large, and 
the city of Dublin, in the proportions ascer- 
tained, as hereinafter mentioned ; 

“(14) The Local Government Board shall 
certify the amount raised during the twelve 
months ending the thirty-first day of December, 
One thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight, 
by the Collector General of Rates in the police 
district of Dublin metropolis, in respect of 
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poor rate, police rate, bridge tax (if any), and 
bridge rate, distinguishing the total amount 
raised within, and the total amount raised 
without, the city of Dublin, and shall deter- 
mine approximately, according to the propor- 
tions to each other of the said totals, the 
proportion of the Collector General’s annuity, 
which should be borne by the city and county 
of Dublin respectively ; 

“(15) The council of the city of Dublin and 
the council of the county of Dublin respectively 
shall pay the proportion of the Collector 
General’s annuity, to be borne by the city or 
county, as the case may be, and that propor- 
tion shall be raised as an addition to the 
several amounts to be raised by the council of 
the said city or county under this section ; 


“(16) Every sum to be paid to the Local 
Government Board in pursuance of this sec- 
tion shall be certified by the board, and be 
paid to that board by the council of the city 
or county of Dublin, as the case may be, and 
be a debt to the Crown from that Council, and 
shall be applied by the Local Government 
Board in paying the allowances or compen- 
sation for the time being payable thereout, 
and so far as not required for that purpose 
shall be repaid to the council paying the 
same ; 

“(17) The lists of voters and jurors shall be 
made out in the city of Dublin in like manner 
as in the rest of Ireland, and the Registration 
Acts and the Jurors (Ireland) Acts, 1871 to 
1894, shall apply accordingly ; 

“(18) The Acts specified in Part IV. of the 
First Schedule to this Act are in this section 
referred to by the short and collective titles 
therein mentioned.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill without discussion. 


NEw CuavseE. 


“Page 34, after clause 61, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“(1) Any act to be done or instrument to 
be executed, by or on behalf of the Local 
Government Board, may be done or executed 
in the name of that board, by the president or 
by the under secretary to the Lord Lieutenant, 
or by the vice-president, or by any person 
appointed by the president or vice-president 
to act on behalf of the vice-president. 


“(2) A-rule, order, or regulation made by 
the Local Government Board shall be valid if 
it is made under the seal of the board, and 
signed by any of the above-mentioned persons. 

(3) Every document purporting to be a rule, 
order, or regulation of the Local Government 
Board, and to be sealed and signed as above 
mentioned, shall be received in evidence, and 
be deemed to be a rule, order, or regulation 
duly made by the Board, unless the contrary 
is shown. 


““(4) The Local Government Board may dis- 
tribute the business of the board among the 
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several members thereof in such manner as 
the board may think right. 

**(5) The President of the Local Government 
Board may appoint an inspector or auditor of 
the board, or other person, to be temporarily 
a commissioner of the board, for the purpose 
of aiding in the additional work of the board 
in bringing this Act into operation, and in 
carrying it into effect, and superintending the 
working thereof during a limited period. Such 
appointment shall be in the first instance for 
one year after the passing of this Act, but 
may, with the consent of the Treasury, be 
continued from year to year for a total term 
not exceeding five years after the passing of 
this Act. 

“(6) There shall be paid to the temporary 
commissioner, out of moneys provided by Par- 
liament, such sum as the Treasury may sanc- 
tion, not exceeding, together with any other 
remuneration received by him, the remunera 
tion paid to a commissioner of the board.” 


(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill without discussion 


New CLAvseE. 


“Page 35, leave out clause 62, and insert 
the following clause— 


“(1) There shall apply to Ireland so much as 
the Lord Lieutenant by Order in Council de 
clares applicable of the English and Scotch 
enactments specified in the Fourth Schedule to 
this Act, and the enactments amending the 
same, being enactments relating to—(a) elec- 
tions of county and district councils and 
guardians ; (b) acceptance of office, fine, resig- 
nation, casual vacancy, ete. ; (c) disqualifica- 
tions of persons for being members of a county 
or district council, or board of guardians, and 
of members of any such council or board, and 
their partners, for appointment to an office ; 
(d) incorporation of county and district coun- 
cils; (e) transfer of property and expenses of 
county and district councils; (f) accounts, 
audit, and annual budget; (g) borrowing by 
county councils; (h) transfer of powers of 
Treasury in relation to borrowing, and to the 
acquisition and disposition of land by councils 
of boroughs; (i) alteration of boundaries and 
adjustments of property and liabilities ; (7) the 
division of a borough into wards or alteration 
of wards; (£) local inquiries and provisional 
orders by the Local Government Board; (/) 
construction of enactments relating to business 
transferred by this Act; (m) proceedings and 
committees of county and district councils, and 
chairman and vice-chairman of these councils ; 
and (n) powers of the Local Government Board 
for the purpose of remedying defects, and 
bringing the Act into full operation upon the 
commencement thereof, and transitional pro- 
ceedings and savings. 


(2) An Order in Council under this section 
may—(a) apply any of the said enactments to 
both county and district councils and guar- 
dians, or to any of them, notwithstanding 








| 
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that they relate to county councils only, or to 
district councils only, or to guardians only ; 
and (b) provide for the transfer to county 
councils of the lunatic asylums and all pro- 
perty and liabilities connected therewith, and 
for the exception of any debt incurred 
(whether before or after the passing of this 
Act) on account of lunatic asylums from being 
reckoned in the limitations of amount imposed 
by any of the said enactments upon the borrow- 
ing by county councils, and for the joint com- 
mittee of the counties comprised in a lunatic 
asylum district, exercising jointly for the pur- 
pose of the lunatic asylum the powers of those 
councils relating to borrowing; and (c) make 
such adaptations of the said enactments as 
appear necessary or expedient for carrying into 
effect the application thereof to Ireland; and 
(2) make such adaptations of local Acts as 
appear required to bring them into conformity 
with any of the said enactments.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 
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Clause read a second time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I notice that the 
Government have not provided for the 
case of rights of way, and a number of 
other provisions of that kind, which are 
most useful in the Parish Councils Act—- 
namely, sections 7, 8, 13, 26, and 73. It 
appears to me that the 
ought not to pick and choose in _ this 
matter. We are entitled to get every 
benefit from the Parish Councils Act, 
and I cannot understand for the life of 
me why the Government have put in a 
number of the restricted provisions, and 
have omitted a number ‘of other pro- 
visions. Then, Sir, there another 
matter; in fact, there are a number of 
other matters to be dealt with, but the 
evening is so late, and as I desire to get 
on, I restrain myself to simply com- 
menting upon them. I do think, how- 
ever, that whatever is in the Parish 
Councils Act relating to the protection 
of waste lands, commons, rights of ways, 
and water supply we ought to have 
inserted in this Bill. 


Government 


is 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will look 
into them. I think there may be one or 
two that may be added. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I had an 
Amendment down on the Paper upon this 
question, but it was struck out in conse- 
quence of a new clause, and it was 
thought that there should be added to 
the subjects which the Order in Council 
contained all matters appertaining to the 
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business of lunatic asylums and the man- 
agement and acquisition of property and 
all powers and duties relating thereto. 
My object is to add to the schedule the 
English and the Scotch Lunacy Acts, 
because there are certain provisions in 
them which I understand might very 
usefully apply to Ireland. it is not 
necessary that the Order in Council 
should at present embrace those Acts, 
but it might give power hereafter, 
should it be thought advisable by the 
boards or by the county councils, to adopt 
certain provisions in them. For in- 
stance, there is one provision which will 
illustrate what I mean. In the Scotch 
Lunacy Code there is a power to board 
out imbecile lunatics, which sometimes 
prevents the necessity of enlarging 
asylums, and the object of this Amend- 
ment is to have something that will cover 
what is contained in the English and 
Scotch Lunacy Codes inserted in the 
schedule. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As to the 
general question which has been raised 
by the right honourable Gentleman oppo- 
site, I really must decline to undertake 
the task of embodying the English and 
Scotch lunacy laws. 


*Mr. SersEAnt HEMPHILL: I do not 
propose that the frame of the Order in 
Council should be altered, that would 
involve considerable delay, but I want 
the power to be reserved at some future 
period if they thought it advisable to 
adopt it. I wish simply to add in the 
schedule of the Bill a power which the 
Privy Council may or may not exercise, 
namely, that of adopting the Scotch and 
English Lunacy Codes. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I could cer- 


tainly not put that provision in the Order 
in Council. 


Mr. M. HEALY: The clause which the 
Government have inserted in this Order 
in Council is taken from the English 
Local Government Act of 1894, which 
provides that any ballot boxes provided 
by or belonging to any public authority, 
whether for Parliamentary, county coun- 
cil, or municipal elections, shall be lent 
to the returning officer under this Act 
free of charge. In Ireland there is not 
in any county anything in the nature of 
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the requisite fittings for a Parliamentary 
election, and it does appear to me that 
they ought to be provided by an enact- 
ment of this kind. That is to say, every 
county in Ireland should furnish itself 
with a regular outfit of the needful 
articles required for a Parliamentary elec: 
tion in the shape of ballot boxes and 
fittings, and it should be enacted that 
the boxes and fittings so provided for the 
Parliamentary election should be enabled 
to be used for all municipal elections. 
That is the law with regard to boroughs. 
In the Ballot Act, section 14, it is pro- 
vided— 


“That where a Parliamentary borough or 

municipal borough come within the same area 
any ballot boxes or fittings for polling stations 
provided for such Parliamentary borough or 
such municipal borough may be used in any 
municipal election free of charge.” 
You ought to have an analogous provision 
in this Act enabling such fittings to be 
used and provided for in Ireland. At 
every Parliamentary election for the 
county in Ireland the sheriff buys, or pre- 
tends to buy, a perfectly new and com- 
plete outfit of ballot boxes and fittings, 
and he makes each county pay for them 
as if they were bought absolutely new. 
What happens in my county is this. He 
pretends to sell the ballot boxes to 
somebody, who is always a friend, and 
when the new election takes place that 
friend kindly resells them to him. 
That sort of thing goes on at every elec- 
tion, and the candidate has to pay for 
the same ballot boxes ten times over. 
Now, is it not time that a farce of that 
kind should be put an end to in coun- 
ties, the same as it has been put an end 
to in boroughs? In a borough there are 
offices and appurtenances 
available for municipal elections, and 
also available for Parliamentary elec- 
tions, and the same thing is wanted in 
counties. The clause as it stands in the 
Order in Council is an absolute nullity, 
because you have not in the county area 
any Parliamentary ballot boxes which 
can be used for municipal purposes. I 
hope the Government will give me some 
assurance that they will do something 
of the kind. 


municipal 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR thought 
that the question might be considered as 
to whether some of the provisions of the 
Ballot Act ought not to be made to apply 
to the counties which do not now apply. 


Clause added to the Bill. 


New CLaAvse. 


“Page 42, leave out clause 72, and insert the 
following clause— 

“(1) Where the business of any authority is 
transferred by or in pursuance of this Act to 
any county or district council, the existing 
officers of that authority employed in that 
business, and not in any other business of that 
authority, shall become the officers of the coun- 
cil of that county or district in like manner, 
subject to the provisions of this section, as if 
they had been appointed by that council; and 
for the purpose of this section any existing 
secretary of the grand jury, county treasurer, 
county surveyor, assistant surveyor, county 
solicitor, public analyst for a county, and a 
high constable and collector, or collector of a 
barony, and a deputy collector, duly appointed 
under section one hundred and forty-eight of 
the Grand Juries Act, 1836, and also any 
existing deputy of the county treasurer cr 
secretary of the grand jury, appointed with 
the approval of the Lord Lieutenant, who has 
devoted his whole time to his office, shall be 
deemed to be an existing officer of the grand 
jury, and the existing officers of every lunatic 
asylum shall be deemed to be existing officers 
of the governors and directors of that asylum ; 
and every existing officer of the grand jury of 
a county shall be transferred to the council of 
the county, and not to the council of any urban 
district not a county borough. 


“(2) The foregoing provisions of this section 
shall apply to a county of a city or town; 
but if it does not become a county borough, 
any existing officer of the grand jury shall 
become the officer of the council of the county 
at large of which such county of a city or town 
will by virtue of this Act form part. 

“(3) For the purpose of the enactments re- 
lating to superannuation, the service of any 
existing officer of any authority before the 
transfer to a county or district council shall 
be reckoned as service under that council. 

“(4) Any existing secretary of the grand 
jury, unless he dies or resigns, or is removed 
with the concurrence of the Local Government 
Board, shall become and continue the secretary 
of the county council up to the last day of 
March, nineteen hundred, and may then, if 
he has given three months’ previous notice in 
writing to the county council of his intention 
tv retire, retire from office, and shall thereupon 
be entitled to receive an allowance under this 
Act of the same amount as if his office were 
abolished, 

“(5) The county council may, by notice given 
three months next before the said last day 
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of March, require such secretary to retire, and 
if they do so, without the concurrence of the 
Local Government Board, he shall be entitled 
to the same compensation under this Act as 
if his office were abolished. 


“(6) If at any time after the said last day 
of March such secretary retires voluntarily, he 
shall be entitled to receive from the county 
council a superannuation allowance on the scale 
provided by the Acts and rules relating to Her 
Majesty’s Civil Service, and the amount of 
such allowance in case of dispute shall be 
determined by the Treasury. 

(7) If at any time before the said last day 
of March such secretary satisfies the Local 
Government Board that he is unable, through 
age or infirmity, to discharge the duties of his 
office under this Act, he may retire from office, 
and shall thereupon be entitled to receive an 
allowance under this Act of the same amount 
as if his office were abolished. 

(8) The secretary of the grand jury of each 
of the counties of Cork and Tipperary shall 
become the secretary of the council of each 
riding of such county, and the foregoing pro- 
visions of this section shall apply as if he were 
separately the secretary of each such council, 
and the proportion of the remuneration to be 
paid by each riding shall, in default of agree- 
ment, be determined by the Local Government 
Board. 

(9) An existing officer of the grand jury of 
any county cf a city or town who by this Act 
becomes the officer of the council of the county 
at large of which such county of a city or 
town will form part, shall perform under the 
like officer of the council of that county at 
large the like duties as he has hitherto per- 
formed as respects the county of a city or 
county of a town, but in other respects the 
foregoing provisions of this section with respect 
to the like officer of a grand jury of a county 
at large shall apply to him. 

(10) Every county council shall within one 
month after their first meeting submit to the 
Local Government Board a scheme setting forth 
their arrangements for the collection of the 
poor rate, and the officers they propose to 
employ for the purpose, and the names and 
descriptions of the existing officers transferred 
to the county council by this Act (whether 
high constables and collectors, or collectors of 
a barony, or deputy collectors, or poor rate 
collectors of the guardians) whom they pro- 
pose to employ as officers under such scheme, 
and the scheme shall not authorise the employ- 
ment of new officers if sufficient existing offi- 
cers have expressed their willingness to serve. 

“ (11) The scheme shall provide for the exist- 
ing officers employed under the scheme receiv- 
ing remuneration substantially identical with 
that which they formerly received. Every 
officer who under such scheme when approved 
is not continued as an officer of the county 
council shall, if he holds an office in respect of 
which he would, if he had served a sufficient 
number of years, be qualified under the existing 
law for the grant of a superannuation allow- 
ance and has expressed his willingness to serve, 
be entitled to receive from the county council 
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the same compensation under this Act as if his 
office were abolished, but if he does not hold 
such an office, or if holding such an office, he 
has not expressed his willingness to serve, he 
shall be entitled to receive from the county 
council a gratuity according to the scale in 
Part I. of the Seventh Schedule to this Act: 
Provided that, until the expiration of not less 
than 12 months after receiving a gratuity under 
that schedule, an officer shall not be qualified 
to be appointed to any office under the county 
council, unless he refunds to the county council 
the gratuity. Of such gratuity, one-half shall 
be repaid to the county council out of the 
moneys standing to the Local Taxation (Ireland) 
Account by virtue of the Local Taxation (Ire- 
land) Estate Duty Act, 1896, and the half of 
any gratuity so refunded shall be repaid by the 
council to that account. 

“(12) For the purpose of the foregoing enact- 
ments a person appointed collector under the 
County Dublin Grand Jury Act, 1844, shall 
be deemed to hold an office in respect of which 
he would, if he had served a sufficient number of 
years, be qualified for the grant of a super- 
annuation allowance. 


“(13) The Local Government Board may 
approve any such scheme with or without modi- 
fications ; and all officers employed in pursuance 
of the scheme shall be deemed to be poor rate 
collectors appointed by the county council 
within the meaning of this Act. 


“(14) If in the case of any officer the area 
in which his duties are required to be per- 
formed is, by reason of any alteration of any 
boundary, by or in pursuance of this Act, 
increased or diminished, the officer shall be 
bound to perform his duties in such altered 
area. 


“(15) If by reason of a change made within 
six months after the passing of this Act in the 
boundaries of a union, the office of any exist- 
ing dispensary doctor becomes unnecessary, 
that office shall be deemed to be abolished 
within the meaning of the enactment applied 
by this Act; and any compensation payable 
to him shall be paid by the guardians of the 
unions which comprise his former district in 
such proportion as may be agreed upon, or in 
default of agreement be determined by the 
Local Government Board. 


“(16) Subject to the provisions of this Act, 
every existing officer transferred under this 
section shall hold his office by the same tenure 
and upon the same terms and conditions as 
heretofore, and while performing the same or 
analogous duties shall receive not less remune- 
ration than heretofore; and if,. by reason of 
any alteration of boundary or other thing done 
by or in pursuance of this Act, his duties are 
icreased or diminished, the officer shall be 
bound to perform those duties, and shall 
receive such increase or diminution of salary in 
proportion to the increase or diminution of 
his duties as the Local Government Board may 
sanction, subject, nevertheless, in case of 


diminution, to such compensation as is provided 
by this Act. 

“(17) Section one hundred and twenty of 
the Local Government Act, 1888, set out in 
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Part Two of the Seventh Schedule to this Act 
(which relates to compensation to existing 
officers), shall apply in the case of existing 
officers affected by this Act, who are remune- 
rated out of the cess or rate raised in any 
county or district, whether officers above in 
this section mentioned or not, and references 
in the said section one hundred and twenty 
to the county council shall include references 
to a district council; and if any officer trans- 
ferred by this Act to a council who can be 
removed without the concurrence of the Local 
Government Board or the Lord Lieutenant (and 
is not a banking company), is within five years 
from the date of the transfer removed from 
his office for any cause other than misconduct 
or incapacity, his office shall be deemed to 
have been abolished within the meaning of the 
said section. 

“ (18) All expenses incurred by any council 
in pursuance of this section shall be paid as 
expenses of the execution of this Act, and in 
the case of a county council may, if the county 
council, with the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, so direct, be defrayed as district 
charges. 

“ (19) The provision of a gratuity by a coun- 
cil to any existing officer under this Act shall 
be a purpose for which such council may 
borrow, in accordance with the enactments 
relating to borrowing by such council.”—/ Jr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 3, leave out— 

“And not in any other business of that 
authority.”—( Mr. Clancy.) 

Mr. CLANCY: I am surprised at 
what must have been carelessness in 
drafting this new clause. Some officers 
of a board of guardians may also hold 
an executive office, such as a sanitary 
officer, and it seems to me that if these 
words are left in these officers will lose 
one appointment, and some will lose 
both, and the result will not tend to the 
efficiency of the council, because the 
council will have to elect new officers 
instead. I think the right honourable 
Gentleman must see that this is an 
important omission. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is a 
great difficulty in a question of this kind. 
I am afraid that some offices will be, 
and must inevitably be, lost by the 
operation of the Bill. It is not possible 
for the officer of a county council to be 
engaged in any other business. 


Mr. CLANCY: This Amendment is 


entirely in the interests of the officers, 
who will not receive anything by this 

















639 


Act. What is the objection to it? 
not see any at all. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The objection 1s 
that a man cannot serve two masters. 
Take the case of a sanitary officer. The 
sanitary officer is now in the service 
of the guardians—he may also be clerk 
of the guardians—and I may say that, 
generally speaking, the clerk to the guar- 
dians is the executive sanitary officer. 
Very well, you transfer his sanitary work 
to the county council, and, if you do that, 
look at the conflicting work that he may 
be called upon to do. Take the Cattle 
Diseases Act. You transfer the Cattle 
Diseases Act to the county council. Is 
the officer of the board of guardians to 
go with it? If so, he may be serving 
at one time both the county council in 
the administration of the Caitle Diseases 
Act and in the administration of the poor 
law by the board of guardians. That 
would be a very insufferable state of 
things. 


Local Government 


I do 


Mr. CLANCY: The example which the 
right honourable Gentleman first took 
is the example he ought to have taken. 
The clerk of the union is clearly com- 
manded by this Act to serve two masters. 
He will be clerk to the board of guar- 
dians and clerk to the district council. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, but 
these are only the same body. 


Mr. CLANCY: That is the very class 
of officer I had in my mind. Will the 
right honourable Gentleman have any 
objection to making the section appli- 
cable to officers now serving boards of 
guardians in both capacities, and who, if 
this Act is passed, will have their busi- 
ness transferred to the district council? 


Mr. ATKINSON: In the ordinary 
course the board of guardians and 
the district council are the same 


thing looked at from different points of 
view. There is no transfer there, pro- 
perly speaking, at all. The clerk of the 
union becomes clerk of the district coun- 
cil, because he is clerk of the union. 
The other case to which the honourable 
Gentleman referred is altogether differ- 
ent. The clerk of a poor law board, 
which may be situated 20 miles away, 
will have to discharge certain poor law 
duties in that town and certain duties 
in the county. 
Mr. Clancy. 
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Mr. CLANCY: I was not referring to 
these instances at all. The case I had in 
my mind was the case of a doctor who, 
if this Bill passes, will serve the board 
of guardians as medical officer. His gani- 
tary business will be transferred to the 
district council and the district council 
will have to elect a new man, and com- 
pensate him at the same time. 

Amendment negatived. 

Amendment proposed— 

‘Line 28, after ‘council,’ insert ‘and 
the service of any existing — secretary 
as assistant or deputy secretary in the same 


county shall be reckoned as part of his ser. 
vice.” ”"—(Mr. J. H. M. Campbell.) 


Me. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: This 


Amendment seems to deal with the case 


‘ 


of two existing assistant secretaries and 
deputy secretaries of the grand juries. 
All that is asked to be done in the casa 
of these two gentlemen is this: they 
have served for many years in the nomi- 
nal position of assistant secretaries, and 
during all that time they have done the 
actual work of the secretaries, and now 
I ask that the period se:ved by them 
as assistant secretaries should be taken 
into account, but unless an Amendment 
of this kind introduced it will be 
impossible to do that, As assistant secre- 
taries they were not officers of the 
county, because they were appointed by 
themselves, and technically, therefore, 
they would not be officers for the county 
while serving as assistants. The two 
gentlemen whose names are known to 
honourable Members on both sides of the 
House are thoroughly efficient, and have 
given great satisfaction to all parties, 
and I think that all members of different 
phases of politics are agreed in asking 
the Government to accept this Amend- 
ment. 


is 


Mr. M. HEALY: This will only apply 
in the county of Dublin and the county 


of Cork. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I shall be 
pleased to accept this Amendment. 


Mr. DALY: Are there no other assis- 
tant secretaries in Ireland? 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Line 29, after ‘grand juries’ insert ‘or 
county surveyors of twenty years’ service.’ ’”— 
(Mr. Sharpe.) 


Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.): By 
this Amendment I want to have the 
benefit of sub-sections 4, 5, 6, and 7 
extended to county surveyors of 20 years’ 
service. It will be a very graceful con- 
cession to men who have been valuable 
officers, and I beg to urge the right 
honourable Gentleman to consider the 
propriety of accepting my Amendment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We 
treated the secretaries of the grand juries 
in an exceptional manner, because they 
are in an exceptional position. We have 
done in their case what we have done in 
no other case, for the reason that the 
county councils have a certain date for 
getting rid of them, and they are to 
receive compensation, but we could not 
extend to county surveyors the same 
privileges. 


Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 37, leave out sub-section 5.”—(Mr. 
J. H. M. Camptell.) 

Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: There 
seems to me to be a discrepancy here. 
As I read the 55th clause of the Act it 
proves that no secretary of a county 
council is to be appointed or removed 
or his salary fixed or altered without the 


concurrence of the Local Government 
Board. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Sub-clause 11. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: I do not 
think that gets rid of the difficulty, be- 
cause section 55 unquestionably applies 
to all officers who become officers of the 
new county council. Then sub-section 4 
says that in the case of three of those 
who are specified—that is, the secretary, 
the county surveyor, and the assistant 


surveyor—they shall not be removed or 
appointed without the concurrence of the 


Local Government Board. Then that 


right is cut down—that is, with regard 
to the first secretaries of the county 
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council, because the effect of the 5th 
sub-section is to enable the county coun- 
cil to get rid of them without the con- 
currence of the Local Government Board. 
It occurs to me that there is a direct 
conflict between the 55th section and 
sub-section 5, because, as I pointed out, 
section 55 expressly provides that the 
first secretary of the county council and 
all future secretaries are not to be ap- 
pointed nor removed, nor are their sala- 
ries to be interfered with, except with the 
concurrence of the Local Government 
Board, and sub-section 5 in this new 
clause proceeds to state that the county 
council in the case of the first secretaries 
may get rid of them any time before a 
certain date without the concurrence of 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
see where there is a contradiction. If 
my honourable and learned Friend looks 
at sub-section 11 of section 55 he will see 
that “this section shall be without pre- 
judice to the provisions of this Act 
respecting existing officers,” and one of 
the provisions is that, at a certain date, 
it shall be competent for the county 
council to discharge their secretaries with- 
out reference to the Local Government 
Board. 


Mr. DILLON: I hope the Government 
are not proposing to accept the Amend- 
ment. It seems to me that it will be a 
monstrous thing as regards the existing 
secretaries of the grand juries, who are 
treated by this Bill with great liberality, 
that the power of removing them should 


be taken away from the county councils. 
That would be a great injustice. 


Question put. 

Amendment negatived. 

Question put— 

“That sub-section 5 stand part of the clause.” 
Agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Line 72, after ‘ guardians,’ insert— 


*“*QOr deputy collectors of such poor rate 
collectors where such deputy collectors devote 
their whole time to the work of such collec- 
tion.” "—(Mr. M. Healy.) 


Mr. M. HEALY: The right honourable 
Gentleman has altered the clause as 
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it originally stood in the Bill, and 
he has altered it for the purpose 
of including in it the deputy cess col- 
lectors. The deputy cess collector is not 
an officer of the grand jury. He is 
simply employed by the collector to the 
grand jury, and he was appointed 
because the Act enabled the collector to 
appoint him. As a rule, in Ireland, poor 
rate collectors have had no deputy. So 
far as I am aware, in no other part of 
Ireland is there such a thing as a deputy 
rate collector excepting in the city 
of Cork, and there they have to 
devote all their time to the work. 
It occurs to me that the position 
of these men is rather hard. Their 
employment is taken away from 
them by this Bill, and the man who 
employs them is compensated only on his 
net income—that is to say, that 
allowance has been made for the salaries 
which he pays his deputies ; consequently 
the fact that he pays his deputies is in 
no way a burden on the council. On the 
other hand, the work of collection, of 
attending revision courts, etc., is always 
thrown upon the deputies. The case of 


these deputies is on all fours with the 


deputy cess collectors, and on what 
ground the deputy cess collectors can be 
included without making some provision 
for these poor men, who are to be 
deprived of their sole means of liveli- 
hood, I cannot for a moment see. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I had no 
reason to think that there were such 
cases, but if the honourable Member 
assures me that there are, I see no reason 
for not accepting the Amendment. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: Is this Amend- 
ment to apply to deputy collectors who 
only spend a month or two in the year 
in the work, or is it to apply only to 
deputy cess collectors and officers who 
give their whole time and service to the 
work? I should like that clearly under- 
stood, so that hereafter there may be no 
error. 


Mr. M. HEALY: My Amendment does 
not apply to deputy cess collectors at all. 
Question put— 


“That the words proposed stand part of the 
sub-section.” 


Agreed to. 
Mr. M. Healy. 


" {COMMONS} 
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“Lines 80 and 81, leave out ‘if he is quali- 
fied under the existing law for the grant of a 
superannuation allowance,’ and insert ‘if his 
tenure of office is permanent in character.’ ”— 
(Mr. J. H. M. Campbell.) 

Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: The effect 
of leaving the clause as it stands would be 
that it would a very large 
number of poor-rate collectors, who are 
devoting their entire time to the collec- 


exclude 


tion of the poor-rate, excepting in some 
very small outside particular with which 
they supplement their income. There 
are a great many poor-rate collectors of 
this kind in the county of Dublin, and 
there are others in many other counties 
in Ireland, and it would be a very great 
hardship if, by the mere incident of 
their trying to supplement their incomes, 
they should be deprived of the benefit 
of this clause. I hold in my hand “The 
Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Act,” 
which is applicable to England, ar let 
me just read one section to show how 
differently poor-rate collectors are treated 
in England to what they are in Ireland. 
Section 4 of the Act of 1896 says— 


“The service by the officer or servant under 
any authority or authorities to whom this Act 
applies shall be reckoned for the purposes of 
this Act whether the service has been con 
tinuous or not, and whether his whole time 
has been devoted to the service or not,” 


There is an express provision of the 
Statute of 1896, applicable to England, 
by which every poor-rate collector is 
entitled to superannuation, or compensa- 
tion, as the case may be, although he 
may not have given his entire time to 
the particular employment of poor-rate 
collection. Take the case of these men 
in Ireland. I am aware of cases in the 
county of Dublin, and I am sure that 
honourable Members are aware of cases 
too, where these men were led to believe 
that their appointments were appoint- 
ments for life, subject to their behaving 
themselves. Now this Act steps in, and, 
as a result, a great many of them will 
not be required. Some of them may be, 
and will be kept on, and all that this 
Amendment does is to put those who 
have acted as _ poor-rate collectors, 
whether they have given their whole 
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time or not, on the same footing as those 
who have devoted their whole time, and 
who have not supplemented their income. 
It will be, I think, an act of justice for 
the Government to accept this Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I think 
there is hardly any superannuation Act, 
where people have devoted their whole 
time to the duties of their offices, where 
it is not made a condition to superannua- 
tion. The English Act to which the 
honourable Member has referred has an 
exceptional condition, which is that the 
officer should himself contribute to the 
fund. With reference to the medical 
officers in Ireland, they would be entitled 
to receive superannuation. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tine 150, at end add— 


(19) “ The provisions of section twenty-seven, 
sub-section one, of the County Officers and 
Courts (Ireland) Act, 1877, shall apply to the 
additional duties imposed by section five of this 
Act on clerks of the peace appointed under the 
first year of George the Fourth, chapter 
twenty-seven.”—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill. ) 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: I rather 
think this Amendment has been provided 
for by the Amendment moved by the 
right honourable Gentleman yesterday, 
but if not, I would beg to move it; it 
is to add at the end the provisions of 
section 27, sub-section 1, of the County 
Officers and Courts (Ireland) Act of 1877. 
There are seven or eight clerks of the 
peace still in existence who were 
appointed under this Act, and certain 
duties will now be cast upon them which 
hitherto they have not had to discharge. 
But I think there was an Amendment 
adopted by the Government yesterday 
which would probably cover this Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I do not know 
whether the Government have considered 
the case of the clerk of the peace of the 
Borough of Belfast. He got a private 
Act of Parliament that passed with gene 
ral consent to extend the area of the 
borough, and it is only fair when he did 
the work for the extended area that he 
should be considered. He will now have 
the additional duties thrown upon him 
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of preparing the local government regis- 
ter. I understand the Government now 
proposes to make some allowance, in the 
case of those clerks of the peace, for any 
additional work which they will have to 
do. If that is so, they ought to con- 


sider whether or not there should be 
an Amendment dealing with the matter, 
in common justice to these people. 


Mr. DILLON: Before this clause is 
put I am bound to say, if it were not 
for the extraordinary circumstances 
under which we are now discussing it, I 
should object to several sub-sections of 
this clause, because the treatment of the 
secretaries to the grand juries is some- 
thing awful. I only want to draw atten- 
tion to an alteration made in this sec- 
tion, and ask the right honourable Gen- 
tleman to consider the matter before the 
Report stage. It stated originally that— 


‘Every county council shall within six 
months after their first meeting submit to the 
Local Government Board a scheme setting forth 
their arrangements for the collection of poor 
rates.” 


Now that period is to be reduced to one 
month, and I do not think you give the 
county council a fair opportunity of con- 
sidering their scheme. Now what I am 
afraid of is that the result of the shorten- 
ing the period to one month will be that 
the secretaries to the grand juries will 
do all the work, and it will be cut and 
dried before the county councils come 
into operation, and that it will be rushed 
through without any consideration at all. 
I merely desire to give notice that upon 
the Report stage I shall move an Amend- 
ment to extend the time to three months. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I should 
like to consider the point. I think that 
six months was put down in the first 
place, because there was going to be a 
provisional council. Now there is not 
going to be a provisional council, but 
if one month is considered too short a 
time, I shall be prepared to accept three 
months. 


Mr. FLYNN: I should like to point 
out to the Commititee that there are 
some sub-sections in this new clause of a 
most objectionable character. Take the 
clause with regard to the existing secre 
tary of the grand jury. Unless he dies or 
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resigns he is to continue as secretary to 
the county council until March, 1900— 
that is, for two years, or, on giving three 
months’ notice, he has the option of 
retiring upon the fullest possible super- 
annuation upon the scale provided for 
special service. Now, just see for a 
moment how that works. Here you have 
a man thoroughly acquainted with county 
council business, in the flower of his 
age, and yet he retires within two months 
of this date, although the local body is 
perhaps anxious to retain his services. 
Now it works out in two ways. In the 
first place these gentlemen are not en- 
titled to superannuation under the Grand 
Juries Act. The grand juries might, if 
they chose, grant one to them ; but there 
is no right on the part of these gentle- 
men to claim one. In many cases, no 
superannuation was granted, I think ; 
some two years ago there was a Bill 
brought in for the granting of super- 
annuation to these gentlemen, but it was 
opposed by a vast majority, and had to 
be withdrawn. Now, under this Bill they 
are to get superannuation upon the 
highest possible scale. It is an injustice. 
Then there is this to be said: men may 
retire in two years’ time upon full pay, 


and the county councils will have to have 
a new official, and will have to pay two 
salaries, or one superannuation and one 


salary to the new officer. That is going 
very far beyond what is reasonable. Un- 
fortunately it is a clause that now cannot 
be discussed at great length. The time 
has all been taken up in discussing minor 
matters at great length, and now clauses 
like this are rushed through in this 
hurried manner. 


Clause as amended added to the Bill. 


New Cuavse. 


“Page 45, after clause 73, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


“Nothing in this Act shall prevent any 
high constable and collector, or collector of a 
barony, from collecting, in like manner as if 
this Act had not passed, any county cess com- 
prised in any warrant held by him on the 
appointed day: Provided that if such constabl 
or collector alleges that any portion of the 
said cess not recovered by him is irrecoverable, 
and that if this Act had not passed he would 
have been relieved by the grand jury from 
paying that portion, he may apply to the 
county council to relieve him from so 


Mr. Flynn. 
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paying that portion, or if he has paid it to 
the county treasurer, to repay him the sum 
paid; and the county council, with the 
approval of the Local Government Board, if 
it seems, having regard to the diligence used 
by the high constable or collector, and to the 
poundage he received in respect of the collec- 
tion, and to all the circumstances of the case 
equitable to grant the application in whole 
or in part, may so grant the application and 
pay the necessary sum as part of their expenses 
in the execution of this Act.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour. ) 


Clause added to the Bill. 


New Cuavuse. 


“Page 45, after clause 73, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 


. (1) Each of the following officers, namely, 
the existing clerk of the peace for the county 
of the city of Kilkenny, and the existing clerk 
of the Crown and peace for the county of the 
town of Galway, shall continue to hold his 
office and to perform the duties thereof for 
the like area, and while performing the same 
shall be entitled to receive the same emoluments 
as heretofore. 

(2) The existing clerk of the Crown for 
the county of Antrim shall become the first 
clerk of the Crown of the county of the town 
of Belfast constituted by this Act. 

“ (3) The existing clerk of the Crown and 
peace for the city and county of Londonderry 
shall become the first clerk of the Crown and 
peace for the county of the city of London- 
derry constituted by this Act. 

“(4) The existing coroner of the county 
of the town of Galway, and the existing 
coroner of the county of the town of Carrick- 
fergus, shall respectively continue to be coroner 
in like manner as if the county of the town 
were a coroner’s district of the county of 
Galway or of Antrim, as the case requires.” — 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Mr. M. HEALY: In this clause will 
the Government make it clear as to the 
power of appointment? It is not clear as to 
whether after the first appointment there 
will not be a new appointment. ‘The Act 
only deals with the first appointment, 
and it appears to me it would be possible 
here to appoint two officers. I think the 
offices of the county of Londonderry 
should be given to the officers of the 
guardians of the peace of the city of 
Londonderry. Ido not think there should 
be two officials upon the new appoint- 
ment. One good thing in this clause is 
that it does not apply to salary, so that 
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if two officers were appointed you would 
not get the salary. In 1877 there was a 
great endeavour to cut down these ap- 
pointments. In Cork the Clerk of the 
Peace is also the Clerk of the Crown and 
Peace for the city of Cork, and I am at 
a loss to know why Londonderry should 
be under a different statute. It is all 
very well to say that the Government 
does not find the salary, but in a year or 
two the Government will come and say 
wo provided for an officer but did not 
provide for his salary, and now wo 
come for that. I do hope that the 
Government will state now that they will 
not create a new office. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I think 
the reason why no_ representations 
were made by Londonderry upon 
this point is that the city of Lon- 
donderry objects tc the thing alto- 
Inasmuch as the Clerk of the 
Crown and Peace for the city of Derry 
is not a very old man, the contingency 
has not arisen. I cannot see what advan- 
tage it could be to the locality to have 
the Crown appoint separate offcials for 
If the localities 
appointed them for themselves it might 
be a different thing ; but as the appoint- 
ment is made by the Crown, I do not se2 
why the localities should object to the 
offices being combined. I should be glad 
to have an explanation as to what is to 
happen in Belfast. Do I understand that 
the Clerk of the Crown and Peace in 
county Down is still to draw the same 
salary as he did when he was doing the 


vether. 


the counties and cities. 


larger amount of work? 





Amendment proposed 


“Line 1, after ‘ existing,’ insert ‘coroner of 
’” 


any merged county of a city or town or.’”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T.M. HEALY: I movethis Ameni- 
ment formally. Some of these Gentlemen 
are anxious to know what is to become 
of their jurisdiction when the city is 
merged into the county at large. I am 
far from saying that it is the most 
appropriate Amendment, but I move it 
formally. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: I do not quite 
gather to what the honourable and 
learned Gentleman particularly alludes. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The coroner of 
Galway is elected by the freeholders of 
Galway, and not by the corporation. You 
provide that the county and city of Gal- 
way shall be merged into the county at 
large, and you have provided for the 
Clerks of the Peace and Crown of Gal- 
way, and this gentleman is apprehensive 
that, though you provide for the other 
officers, who are exactly in the same 
position, he will be excluded. That is his 
view, and it does appear to me that this 
clause, if it is necessary for the two 
officers mentioned in it, ought to be 
necessary for all the other officers of the 
merged boroughs. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The existing coro- 
ner is made perfectly safe. It is provided 
that he shall remain coroner in like man- 
ner in the coroner’s district of the county 
of Galway. He is now appointed, and he 
holds his office and exercises his jurisdic- 
tion over the county and town as if it 
existed by the previous Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am sorry I put 
down my Amendment before I saw that 
the coroner was added by sub-section 4. 
I beg leave to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause added to the Bill. 


New Ciavse. 


“Page 45, after clause 73, insert the follow- 
ing clause :— 


“Every existing officer who is by this Act 
transferred to any county or district council, 
or is an officer of any board of guardians, and 
would, if he were to retire on the apppointed 
day, be qualified for a superannuation allow- 
ance, shall, when he resigns or ceases to hold 
his office for some cause other than miscon- 
duct, be entitled to receive a superannuation 
allowance on the scale and according to the 
rules relating to Her Majesty’s civil service.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 2, after ‘guardians,’ leave out to 
‘shall’ in line 4.°—(Mr. J. H. M. Campbell.) 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL said 
that the general impression created 
in the minds of all the existing 
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officers affected, was that the clause was 
intended to accomplish that whoever was 
under the law at present qualified for 
superannuation he should hereafter, 
when handed over to these new bodies. 
be entitled to get the superannuation 
when the time arrived. Now, the clause 
had absolutely no such effect, and in its 
operation would be limited to the case 
of some half a dozen officers throughout 
Ireland. He understood from the right 
honourable Gentleman’s explanation that 
the intended effect of the clause was 10 
provide in the case of all existing officers 
who, on the appointed day, had reached 
had become 


the limit of age, or 
physically incapacitated from further 
work, that if they remained on 


they ought to be entitled to a super- 
annuation allowance. The result of that 
would be that a man who, on the day 
after the appointed day, reached the 
appointed time of life, or became 
permanently incapacitated, his pension 
and superannuation would be at the 
mercy of the new body, whereas a man 
who attained the age of 65 a day earlier 
could insist upon compensation. That 
was the intention and effect of the clause. 
He did not want to confer upon existing 
officers any greater right than they had 
at present, providing that no existing 
vight was taken away. Let them look at 
what right was taken away. A number 
of these existing officers tad served 
boards of guardians and grand juries and 
other bodies for a great many years 
When the time came for them to ask for 
a pension, those bodies would know 
whether their case was a proper one or 
not. But these officers were to be trans- 
ferred to the new bodies, who had no 
knowledge or experience of them, and 
within the next 12 months of the two 
years some of them would have reached 
the limit of age, or, from bodily 
infirmity, would be compelled to resign. 
The new bodies would know nothing 
about their past career; the men would 
approach them as complete strangers, 
The effect 
the Amendment would have would be 
this: that in the case of all existing 
officers, who were now qualified under 
the law as it stood to receive a super- 
annuation allowance, they should, if they 


Mr. J. H. M. Campbell. 


and ask for their pensions. 
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remained with the new bodies, be entitled 
to it unless they had misconducted them- 
selves. That was the only purport cf 
the Amendment. He would like to 
point out to honourable Members oppo- 
site, who thought and feared it would 
add a burden to the councils, that it 
would have no such effect. He did not 
propose to include in it a single officer 
who was not at present qualified to 
receive a pension. Ninety per cent. of 
those officers in all probability would get 
their pensions hereafter when the time 
came, but there were occasional cases 
where, from caprice or from some other 
motive, the county council or district 
council might say, “We admit you are 
qualified to receive the allowance under 
the law, we admit you are physically 
unfit, but we do not care to saddle the 
ratepayers with such a burden.” The 
sole object of the Amendment was that, 
when the time came for the qualification 
for superannuation allowance, the man 
might go to the new bodies and ask 
his allowance, which the new bodies 
should be compelled to give. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanegh, S.) feared 
that the superannuation allowances 
proposed by the honourable Gentle- 
man who had spoken would add enor- 
mously to the burden of the ratepayers. 
The Bill was saturated with superannua- 
tion, and permeated through and through 
with superannuation clauses. They 
who represented the small farmers of the 
country dreaded that intolerable burden, 
and they thought, further, that when 
everything was taken into consideration 
the small farmer would derive very little 
advantage from the Bill, while the land- 
lords would derive enormous advantages. 
They believed that with these superannua- 
tion allowances, and the increased expen- 
diture which must necessarily follow, the 
tenants would not be relieved in any 
particular by the Bill, and that, probably, 
in a year or two, the tenants of the 
country would stand, as far as taxes were 
concerned, in the same position as they 
did to-day. They strenuously opposed 
the continuous repetition of these clauses 
for superannuation,in Ireland. It was a 
most monstrous thing, this superannua- 
tion of all those parties—boundary con- 
stables, deputy-boundary superintendents, 
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and so on; it was simply intolerable. In 
the name of the small farmers he pro- 
tested against this heaping up of super- 
annuation allowances, not one penny of 
which would be received by the small 
farmers. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR could not 
accept the Amendment. He said that in 
almost every case the superannuation 
allowance was optional; but what the 
honourable and learned Gentleman 
sought to do was to compulsorily secure 
to every existing officer transferred to 
the county or district council the super- 
annuation allowance to which, when he 
reached the proper age, he might become 
entitled if the authority under which he 
served was pleased to award it. In this 
clause the Government had gone even 
beyond the precedents set in the Eng- 
lish and Scottish Acts for securing the 
rights of existing officers. What the 
honourable and learned Gentleman 
desired, however, was that in the case, 
say, of a county surveyor who had served 
only a single year on the appointed day, 
and continued to serve in that capacity 
for 30 or 40 years afterwards, he should 
at the end of that period be entitled to 
compulsory superannuation. That was 
asking more than it was possible for the 
Government to do, and more than it was 
reasonable to expect them to do. 


Mr, SMITH BARRY (Hunts, Hunt- 
ingdon) said it seemed to him that his 
honourable and learned Friend had made 
out a very good case for the Amendment. 
It was said that the Bill was saturated 
with superannuation clauses. So it ought 
to be, because the Committee knew per- 
fectly well that those Gentlemen who 
had served grand juries and existing 
bodies for a number of years were going 
to be handed over now to new masters, 
and to entirely different work very likely. 
The old bodies knew whether they worked 
well or not, and they judged whether 
they were entitled to superannuation or 
not; but the new bodies could not judge 
at all. It was only fair justice that they 
Should be safeguarded in the manner 
proposed. 

Mr. FLYNN suggested that the land- 
lords of Ireland who got some of the 
agricultural grant should put the money 
aside so as to provide superannuation 
allowances. 

Mr. PLUNKETT (Dublin County, S.) 


did not think the Government was pro- 
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tion was practically given in nearly all 
cases under the present state of things, 
and he thought that the cases suggested 
by his right honourable Friend beside 
him ought to be protected. There was 
no distrust of the new bodies, or any 
suggestion that they were not likely to 
be as friendly to the officers as the exist- 
ine bodies. 

Amendment nevatived. 

Amendment proposed— 

“After ‘shall,’ insert ‘without prejudice to 
existing rights.’.”"—(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Avcreed to. 

Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 

New Cause. 

“ Page 45, after clause 73, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 

“The provisions of this Act with respect to 
officers transferred to a county council shall 
apply to all existing officers of any urban dis- 
trict council or town commissioners other than 
a town clerk or clerk to the commissioners, in 
like manner as if they were officers transferred 
by this Act to such council or commissioners.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

Amendment proposed— 

‘Line 5, at end, add, ‘and an annual elec- 
tion shall not, in future, be necessary in the 
case of an existing office.’ ”"—(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Agreed to. 

Clause added to the Bill. 

New C.avse. 

“ Page 45, after clause 73, insert the follow- 
ing clause— 

“Every existing clerk of a union shall, unless 
he otherwise agrees with the county council or 
urban district council, as the case may be, 
continue to perform the duties of the clerk of 
a union under the Registration Acts and the 
Jurors (Ireland) Acts, 1871 to 1894, and every 
collector of poor rate shall continue to give the 
same information and assistance as heretofore 
to that clerk in relation to the said duties.” 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

The new clause was read a _ second 
time. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, South) 
moved as an Amendment to insert, after 
“unions,” “or existing assistant clerks.” 
A case had been brought under his cog- 
nizance where an assistant clerk had 
been 20 years in office who, unless this 
Amendment were adopted, would receive 
less remuneration than he was now 
receiving. These clerks had assisted in 
the preparation of the grand jury lists 
and the voters’ lists, and in some cases 
the clause as it stood would bear hardly 
upon them. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he did 
not quite follow the argument of his 
honourable Friend. The _ existing 


posing any new burdens. Superannua- | assistant clerks would be employed, and 





























































Local Government 


655 
therefore they would not suffer any dis- 
advantage under this provision ; and, on 
the other hand, if the existing clerks died 
or were removed it would be for the 


guardians of the union to say what should 
be done. 


Amendment negatived. 
Clause added to the Bill. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON asked whether 
the Government intended to finish the 
Bill that night. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR appealed to 
those honourable Members in whose 
names new clauses had been put upon 
the Paper to allow them to be postponed 
for discussion to the Report stage. If 
that was not done he was afraid the 
discussion would be carried on to a late 
hour that night, and place the Committee 
in a position in which proper attention 
could not be given to those clauses. He 
need not say that the great object of the 
Government was to get the Bill through 
Committee that night, and if honourable 
Members would refrain from moving the 
new clauses standing in their names 
that might be done, and, therefore, he 
hoped they would accept the suggestion 
he had thrown out. 

Mr. DILLON thought that if the 
Government would give an assurance that 
fair and reasonable time should be given 
for the consideration of those new clauses 
at the Report stage, there was no reason 
why the right honourable Gentleman’s 
suggestion should not be acceded to. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had several 
new clauses to propose, and complained 
that they had not been put down on the 
Order Paper in the ordinary way. He 
should be glad if the Government would 
promise to consider those and other new 
clauses between this and the Report 
stage, for he could assure the Govern- 
ment that honourable Members who had 
prepared those new clauses had informa- 
tion at their disposal from which they 
might derive valuable suggestions. The 
Government ought not to be above learn- 
ing from some of these new clauses. As 
this was an occasion when they were 
naturally anxious to get away, he would 
not press his new clauses now if the 
Government would promise to give 
special attention to them on the Report. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX said he had a new 
clause relating to the Irish officers of the 
Treasury, and he hoped that if he did not 
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seemed to be the general wish, an oppor- 
tunity would be given to discuss the 
question adequately on the Report. The 
clause was one to which he attached very 
great importance. It was one which he 
thought would, both from the Treasury 
and the Government, require considera- 
tion before the Report. He hoped that 
if the right honourable Gentleman’s sug- 
gestion were adopted, the various Depart- 
ments concerned would take an oppor- 
tunity of seeking for information in the 
meantime, so that they might have some- 
thing more than a mere conversational 
discussion on the Report stage. 
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Mr. J. REDMOND said there were 
a number of important questions 
raised by some of the new clauses, 


and it was perfectly obvious that they 
must have serious discussion upon them. 
It would not be possible under present 
conditions that night, and therefore he 


thought the suggestion of the right 
honourable Gentleman was in _ the 
interest of the movers of the new 
clauses. Of course, it must be ap- 
parent to the right honourable Gen- 


tleman that when a number of important 
questions were postponed in this way, the 
Government would have totmake up their 
minds to give ample time for discussion 
on the Report. Under these circum- 
stances he agreed to the suggestion of the 
right honourable Gentleman, and _ he 
thought honourable Members around him 
would be wise to accept it, and to post- 
pone the consideration of their new 
clauses to the Report stage. 

*Tae CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beracu, Bristol, 
West) thought it was obvious that it 
would be a matter of extreme difficulty 
to deal with the new clauses that night 
in &@ manner which might not be either 
invidious or objectionable. He thought 
honourable Members would feel that it 
was for the general interest of all parts 
of the House to bring to an absolute 
conclusion the present stage of the Bill, 
and he was quite sure that the Members 
of the Government had to thank honour- 
able Gentlemen opposite very much for 
the considerate way in which they 
had met the suggestion of his right 
honourable Friend the Chief Secretary. 
He did not believe that anyone would 
lose by postponing the consideration of 
the new clauses until the Report stage, 
because in the first place it must be ob- 
vious that there would then be a better 


move it now, in consideration of what| opportunity for considering them, and, 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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secondly, the Government would have 
time to consider them all, and some, he 
hoped, favourably, before the Report 
stage was taken. The honourable and 
learned Member for Londonderry has re- 
ferred to a particular new clause upon 
the paper dealing with an important 
matter. He would undertake to look 
carefully into it. 

Sir T. LEA (Londonderry, S.) had an 
Amendment down which he was willing 
to put off to the Report stage, but he 
presumed that the Government would 
take these new clauses as they now stood 
upon the Paper without fresh notice 
being given. 


THe CHAIRMAN thought it would be 
better that fresh notice should be given 
in regard to some of the clauses. 

Tur CHANCELLOR or thr EX: 
CHEQUER said there would be ampie 
time for giving notice. 


{24 May 1898} 





Committee resumed after the usual 
interval. 


ScHEDULE I. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 49, line 9, leave out ‘section one 
hundred and six.’”"—(Mr. M. Healy.) 

Mr. M. HEALY: At present, if 
a policeman in Cork got maimed 
in a drunken’ brawl with some 
soldiers, say, of a Lancashire or a Sussex 
regiment, he might get £1,000 as com- 
pensation, which would be levied upon 
the ratepayers of Cork. That has hap- 
pened several times in the county oi 
Cork within the last few years. A 
policeman is paid handsomely for keep- 
ing the peace of Ireland, and he also gets 
® pension. I cannot, however, get comw- 
pensation, because I am not a_ police 
officer. The man who is paid well for 
his work, and whose duty it is to pre- 


‘Page, 49, line 17, at end, insert— 
3 and 4 
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serve the peace, gets a large pension if 
tais legislation is passed. The Act for 
the creation of the Irish constabulary 
wag quite a proper thing. for all police 
officers as they existed, and they should 
have been protected in this way, because 
they were county officers, and there was no 
means by which they were paid or com- 


| pensated. The notion that the police of 


to-day—who are handsomely paid and 
pensioned, and who are provided with 
the best of everything—-for simply dis- 
charging their duty, if they are maimed 
or injured should be able to mulct the 
ratepayers, whilst the ordinary subjecs 
of Her Majesty can get nothing if he 
ig hurt in similar circumstances, does 
seem monstrous. I make this as a pro- 
test against keeping alive this ancient 
archaic piece of legislation passed at a 
time when Ireland was as different as 
could possibly be. I beg to move this 
Amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON: The constabulary 
are responsible for the preservation 
of the public peace, and it is most 


| just and right that they should 
| be protected, because nothing could 
| be more fatal in Ireland than to 


make the maiming and wounding of 
policemen a popular amusement. It 
seems to me that you cannot discrimi- 
nate in this matter, because when a man 
is injured in a particular place the fair 
conclusion is that the members of that 
community where he is injured should 
bear the cost of compensation. It is 
very hard, if a man is injured in the 
county of Cork, that some other county 
should be called upon to bear the cost 
of compensation. 


Mr. M. HEALY: I do not think it will 
ba any good to press the Amendment, 
and I beg, therefore, to withdraw it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Amendment proposed— 


Will., | An Act to alter and «mend the laws relating ; Section seventy-two.” 


c, 37 | to the temporalities of the Church in Ireland | 


—(Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Agreed to without a Division. 


*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL : It appears 
to me that the Dublin Grand Jury Acts 
ought to have been included in the 
schedule of the Acts regulating malicious 


) 


| injuries. I merely call attention to it, 
because it appears to me that they ought 
to be included in the schedule. 


Toa CHAIRMAN: Does the right 
honourable Gentleman move anything? 
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*Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL: Yes. I/ powers should continue. For that reason 
move the Amendment standing in my | [ would respectfully move this A:nend. 
name as follows :— ment, and impress upon the right 


“Schedule 1, page 49, line 35, add— honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
' } Ae ; ary ichy: Lunatic Asylums 
. « 1 ‘Act. 1897.” tary that the Richmond L sylums 
4 = en eer en Act of 1897 should be included in the 


That is necessary, because under the 9th 
section the powers of the Lunatic 
Asylums Acts are transferred to the new | Mr. M. HEALY: I think there was an 
councils, and for the detinition we have | earlier Lunatic Asylum Act than that. 
to look to the schedule. If this Act|[ thought that the Government had 
was not in the schedule it would} deliberately excluded it for some reason. 
not fall within the definition. Under . 

the Lunatic Asylums Act of 1897; Tua CHAIRMAN: I think we must 
extensive borrowing powers were given | dispose of this Amendment first. 

to lunatic asylums, and special borrow- 
ing powers were given to the governors, 
and also to the Board of Control, | 
and it is absolutely necessary for the 
conduct of those asylums that those | 


Acts. 


Amendment agreed to without a 
Division. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Amendment proposed— 


**Page 50, line 13, at end, add— 


Part IV.—DvUBLIN COLLECTION OF RATES ACTS. 





Session and Chapter. Title. Short Title. 





12 and 13 Vic., An Act to provide for the collection of rates The Dublin Collection 
c. 91 in the City of Dublin of Rates Act, 1849. 


17 and 18 Vic., An Act to enable the Collector-General of The Dublin Bridge 

c. 32 Dublin to levy money to repay a certain Act, 1854, 
outlay by the Corporation for preserving and 
improving the port of Dublin in and about 
repairing the quay wall of the River Liffey 
and for future repairs thereof, and for 
repairing and rebuilding bridges over the 
said river 





PAR! V.—DUBLIN METROPOLIS POLICE ACTS. 








Session and Chapter. Title or Short Title. 
6 and 7 Will. 4, c. 29 see ... | The Dublin Police Act, 1836, 
7 Will, 4, and 1 Vic., c. 25 ... ... | The Dublin Police Act. 1837. 


2 and 3 Vic., c. 78 


The Dublin Police Act, 1839, 


5 and 6 Vic., c. 24 The Dublin Police Act, 1842. 


12 and 13 Vic., c. 91... ss ... | An Act to provide for the collection of rates in the 
city of Dublin. 


22 and 23 Vic., c. 52... ies ... | The Dublin Police Act, 1859 
31 and 32 Vic., c. 95... _ ... | The Dublin Police Act, 1867. 
37 and 38 Vic., c. 23... sa ... | The Resident Magistrates and Police Commissioners 


Salaries Act, 1874. 
46 and 47 Vic., c. 14... is ... | The Constabulary and Police (Ireland) Act, 1883, 








—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 








he 
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Mr. M. HEALY: On this should not 
the Dublin Police Act of 1890, and a 
portion of the Dublin Collection of Rates 
Act be included? The original code in 
existence in Dublin is modified in a large 
way by the Dublin Private Act of 1890, 
and I should have thought when you 
were applying the Collection of Rates 
Act it would be necessary to include as 
one of the Acts the Act of 1890. 


Schedule 1 
Division. 


agreed to without a 


SCHEDULE 2. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 50, after line 21, add— 
“Clonmel, Kilkenny, Wexford, Sligo, 
Drogheda.”—(Sir 7. Esmonde.) 


Sir T. ESMONDE: Although the 
other places are of equal importance, I 
shall confine my energies to the boroughs 
mentioned in my Amendment. First, 
there is the borough of Clonmel. 
[ think this borough ought to be 
in the schedule, because it has 
existed since 1641. Kilkenny, too, has 
every claim to be included. I now come 
to the case of Wexford. Wexford is one 
of the most ancient boroughs in Ireland. 
Wexford obtained its first Charter in 
1316, when it was granted by Aylmer de 
Valence, Earl of Pembroke and Lord of 
Wexford. That Charter was confirmed 
by Henry VIII. in 1510, and again by 
Queen Elizabeth in 1587, and was after- 
wards confirmed by James I. in 1609. 
Subsequently the borough of Wexford 
was granted a Charter by James II. in 
1688, and this was abrogated at the time 
of the union. Subsequently in 1846 the 
town of Wexford got a special Act of 
Parliament at a cost of £800, by which 
it obtained a special Charter. Therefore 
we Irishmen have a right to claim that 
the ancient and historic associations of 
our own towns should be respected. Inas- 
much as this is a matter which is not by 
any means contentious, and inasmuch as 
it is a matter more or less of sentiment 
in Ireland, I would suggest that it is 
worthy of the consideration of the Chief 
Secretary. It has been stated in the 
course of this Debate in Committee on | 
this Bill that these Irish towns would | 
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lose by being made into county boroughs. 
Sir, as far as the borough of Wexford is 
concerned, this objection does not obtain, 
because I have been in communication 
with the Corporation of Wexford, and 
they have specially requested me to press 
the matter upon the attention of this 
Committee. Sir, perhaps I may be per- 
mitted to read a letter which I have 
received from the Corporation of the 
borough of Wexford with reference to 
this particular point. It is as follows: — 


“Town Clerk’s Office, 
“ Wexford, 
“14th May, 1898. 

“Dear Sir,— 

“The Corporation of Wexford have been 
engaged in studying the provisions of the 
Local Government Bill, and as a result of their 
labours have adopted a resolution, of which the 
following is a copy:— 

“*That the Irish Members be requested to 
have aclause inserted in the Local Government 
Bill to have this borough constituted a 
“county borough.” Also that we wish to join 
in the effort being made with the object of 
having Kilkenny, Sligo, Drogheda, Newry, 
Clonmel, Galway, and Wexford placed in the 
same category. Also, that in the event of 
Members not succeeding in having Wexford 
made a “‘county borough,” every effort be 
made to prevent it being placed in a worse 
position than it is at present; that is, that 
we have such full control of our finances as 
we have now. 


“The Corporation will feel indebted to you 
if you will assist them in accomplishing the 
object of the foregoing resolution, and have 
directed me to add by way of explanation that 
the Corporation by virtue of special legislation 
exercise grand jury powers over streets, roads, 
etc., within the borough boundary, and contri- 
bute a proportionate part of the county-at- 
large charges. The arrangements at present 
subsisting between the grand jury and the 
Corporation in respect of county-at-large 
charges operate to the disadvantage of the 
borough, and the provisions in the Local 
Government Bill as to post-roads will entail 
further loss to the borough. This being so, 
the Coroporation are anxious to see that pro- 
vision would be made for having the fiscal 
relations between the two bodies put on an 
equitable and satisfactory basis, or, at least, 
that the loss which the town will sustain by 
the repeal of the Acts relating to post-roads 
will be made up for in some other way. 


“Yours obediently, 


“W. A. Browne, 
“Town Clerk. 


“Sir T. H. G. Esmonde, Bart., M.P. 
“ House of Commons, 
“ London.” 
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Therefore the Corporation of el 
are most anxious that the town of Wex- 
ford should be made a county borough. | 
Well, Mr. Grant Lawson, I do not think | 
this Amendment will in any way impair | 
the operation of the Billin the particular | 
counties I have specified, and I hope the | 
Chief Secretary will accept it in order | 
to protect the historic associations of | 
these towns. 


Local Government 


Mr. DILLON: I have an Amendment | 
down in the case of Drogheda to be made 
a county borough. If the Chief Secre- | 
tary had been pleased to receive the | 
members of a deputation representing 
the claims of Drogheda, he would have 
been convinced as to the justice of them. 
There is no distinction between Unionists 
and Nationalists on this question, and I 


am anxious to “know what are the diff- | 


culties which the right honourable 
Gentleman feels in not granting the 
desire of the whole population of these 
towns. The honourable Baronet has 
stated the claims of Wexford. Without 
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from what is in the Bill, but it is upon 
purely fiscal grounds. It is no good, I 
think, at this time of the day arguing 
with the English Government—which 
cares nothing for Irish sentiment—upon 
anything but the common-sense ground 
of the breeches pocket, and, accordingly, 
it is purely upon fiscal grounds that I 
address myself upon this question. | 


| pointed out at an earlier stage the posi- 


tion with regard to these places. Wexford 
was never the county of a town; neither 
was Clonmel. But in the case of Wex. 
ford it obtained by the Public Health 
Act of 1871 a division of its roads and 
bridges in certain respects, and that I 
do not think this Act touches. Similarly, 
Clonmel and Sligo are not counties of 
cities at all, and I have arrived at this 
conclusion, that this Act does not do 
an injustice by reason of the clause which 
the Government were good enough to 
introduce at my suggestion, leaving intact 
the private Acts. But the story is 
different when you come to deal with 
the county of a city. Take three places: 





in the least minimising the claims of 
Wexford, I would point out with regard 
to Drogheda and Kilkenny that they 
have especial claims. Both are extremely 
ancient cities and have been practically 


| Galway, Drogheda, and Kilkenny. With 
| regard to Carrickfergus, I do not under- 
stand it, and I do not believe that any- 
body else does. Take the case of Drog- 
heda. This is a question of considerable 
interest from 








counties in their own right from time | 
immemorial and therefore they suffer | 
a special grievance in this Act—being| 
deprived of their ancient rights by being | 
merged into the surrounding county. | borough shall for the purposes of this 
Sir, I know the right honourable Gentle- | Act be constituted and form part of the 
man has already had a full statement of | administrative county which is adjoining. 
the claims of Drogheda, and I hope to|][ would ask the Government to 
hear what his objections are. | remember, therefore, that there never 

bone | was a severance by statute as between 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I want to say a| the county of a city and the county at 
few words on this matter before the! Jarge, with the result that if you trans- 
right honourable Gentleman replies. I| fer by the 27th section the powers and 
have two or three times made the state-| duties of the merged county board of 
ment that in regard to these special| the city to the county at large, the 
private Acts which govern some of these | result will be that with regard to Kil- 
places I have a feeling that the Govern-| kenny and Drogheda I think it will be 
ment have not given them sufficient con-| open to serious question whether any 
sideration. Now, I have listened with| repairs can be done in those towns except 
some interest to the speeches that have| by the county council. Now, in regard 
been made in reference to these places| to this new proposition, I am struck very 
being made into county boroughs, and, as| much by a reference to the miserably 
far as I could gather, not one word has| drawn Act passed in 1896 for Drogheda. 
been said as to the supposed boundary | This Act took in certain portions of the 
that would arise through the makiug of| county for fiscal and administrative 
these places into county boroughs. Now,| purposes into the administrative county 
I am in favour of some provision different | oi the city of Drogheda. Now the meaning 


Sir T. Esmonde. 


a legal point of view, 
because what the Bill does is this: it 
provides that any county of a city or 


town that does not become a county 
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of this section, with regard to roads and 
bridges, is this: that at the present 
moment there are three grand juries 
exercising these powers in the county 
town of Drogheda. By this Amendment 
you are transferring an area which has 
already three jurisdictions, and you are 
transferring it, I presume, to the 
county at large. But what is the infer- 
ence from that? It is this: that in 
respect of the non-added area the entire 
jurisdiction as to roads and bridges was 
in the county of the city. By the 27th 
section you provide that— 

“Any county of a city or town which does 
not become a county borough shall, for the 
purposes of this Act, be s.tuated and form 
part of the administrat ve county which it 
adjoins, or if it adjons more than one such 


county, then such one of those counties as the 
Local Government Board order.” 


Therefore on the morning when this 
Bill is passed the people of Drogheda 
will wake up and find that they have 
no jurisdiction over even one of their 
roads or bridges. As far as my opinion 
goes upon this point, I have not been 
entirely capsized by the argument from 
the learned Attorney General, and I 
hold firmly to the opinion that the juris- 
diction of the roads and bridges of the 
county of the town of Drogheda has 
been transferred by this section to the 
county—I presume of Louth—because, 
probably, that would be the added 
county. I do not blame the Govern- 
ment for one minute in respect of any 
omission they have made in this Bill. 
They have dealt with a large and com- 
plicated subject, and they have produced 
a Bill which has been argued in a non- 
contentious spirit. Had it been argued 
otherwise, instead of occupying three or 
four weeks, a period of six months of the 
time of the British Parliament might 
have fairly been taken up without the 
smallest tinge of obstruction. I am not 
accusing the Government of want of care, 
but the whole system of private Acts, in 
my opinion, has not been adequately 
—I admit, to some extent—considered 


in regard to this subject. I have taken 
the trouble to write to some of the 
officers of the grand juries, and I have 


VOL. LVIIL. 


[FourtH Ssrtes.] 


{24 May 1898} 





(Treland) Buil. 666 


received a copy of the presentment from 
Louth and Meath, and from the county 
of the city of Drogheda. Here are a 
number of presentments, and it is per- 
fectly clear that they are presentments 
for roads, and repairs of roads within 
the county of the town of Drogheda. 
My argument is this, that under this 
Bill that presentment and the power to 
make it goes over not to the city cor- 
poration of Drogheda, but will go over 
automatically to the Louth grand jury. 
Wiil any man tell me that the Louth 
grand jury is the proper authority to 
deal with the repairs of the roads in 
Drogheda? If it hal not been a county 
of a city, separate and distinct, what 
would have happened under the Public 
Health Act of 1871! Why, that a Pro 
visional Order would have been obtained 
in this House by which the incorpora- 
tion of the town would have been ob- 
tained, as they did in Clonmel, Sligo, 
Wexford, and a number of other places, 
and they would have obtained separate 
powers to deal with their roads. Ac- 
cordingly, I say that it is no discredit 
to the Government in the least, I re- 
spectfully submit that this Bill is to 
Drogheda a great hardship, and what I 
say of Drogheda I am sure—although I 
have not been able to go into the same 
minutise—would apply in the case’ of 
Galway and Kilkenny. To my mind 
the transfer of administrative jurisdic- 
tion in the case of Galway is an un- 
doubted hardship so far as the corpora- 
tion is concerned, although I do not think 
that a fiscal injustice has been done. 
As to the extent, I am not an actuary, 
and I have very little to say about 
figures. In the case of Kilkenny it may 
be that a fiscal injustice has been done, 
but I am satisfied that in the case of 
Drogheda an injustice will be done, 
because I have gone into the figures. 
I find that Drogheda in the half-year 
ending with the Spring Assizes, 
1898, presented £1,500. Practically 
in connection with the roads, prisons, 
and officials, it costs something like 
£3,000 a year. Now, what will they 
get in return? No doubt the county 
of Louth will have to support their 
coroner, borough surveyor, the sub-sheriff, 
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the judges, crier, the boat-house 
keeper, the secretary to the grand jury, 
cess collector, and the secretary to the 
local grand jury; but upon analysis I 
find that the total amount in respect of 
these charges will be a sum of not more 
than £200. So that they will only be 
relieved of the civic charges to the ex- 
tent of £200, and they would have in 
return for that not merely the county- 
at-large charges, but also the charges in 
respect of roads, and officers in the case 
of Dundalk. Therefore. I believe that 
Dundalk will suffer and Drogheda will 
suffer severely by reason of this change. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I may say one 
word as to that; the county councils 
will, of course, get all the power. 
The next part of the Bill merges in 
the county boroughs of county towns 
those which are not county boroughs. 
The second sub-section of section 22 pro- 
vides that the council of the county in 
which the town is merged should have 
the power of the county council—that is, 
all the powers the grand jury exercised 
over the county in which this town is 
merged. It may be that there are 
provisions where it is necessary that some 
special privileges should be introduced 
in order to carry out the effect of the 


Bill. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In answer 
to the speech which preceded that of the 
honourable and learned Attorney General, 
that of the honourable and learned 
Member for Louth, I would like to 
observe that a reform Bill like this, deal- 
ing with the position of towns and 
boroughs in Ireland, is certain to create 
some changes which are likely to be dis 
tasteful to the localities affected. If the 
desires of the counties concerned were to 
represent the total, it would be possible 
to provide some means to deal with it, 
but I think if it included as a 
matter of fact Clonmel, Sligo, Drogheda, 
and similar towns, we should also find 
that there is another class of towns below 
those which would also desire to become 
county boroughs. We must draw the 
line somewhere; we have drawn that 
line very much upon the line that was 
drawn in England. In England the line 
was drawn at a town with a population 
of 50,000. We have included in our list 
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of county boroughs all towns in Ireland 
which have a population of above 25,000, 
just half that of England. There is one 
thing further. Although Waterford upon 
the last census was found to be below 
25,000, it has since enlarged its boun- 
daries, and, no doubt, would contain at 
the present time over 25,000 inhabitants, 
Now, after that, there is a distinct drop 
in the number of the inhabitants of the 
towns—from 25,000 in the case of 
enlarged Waterford, down to 13,000 odd 
in the case of Galway. That is the next, 
and amongst those excluded Clonmel 
has 8,480 inhabitants, Kilkenny 11,048, 
Wexford 11,545, Sligo 10,294, and Drov- 
heda 11,873; therefore, the Committee 
will see, taking the population as a basis 
for deciding which of these towns should 
or should not be county boroughs, we 
have drawn a line distinctly below Water- 
ford. I am quite aware that you cannot 
pass a Bill of this description and estab- 
lish a class of boroughs which shall be 
separate and independent entities 
without offending the susceptibilities of 
certain towns which would be willing to 
come in, and I am sorry that it is so, 
but I can only say it is not what the 
wish of those owns may be, but what is 
reasonable for local government in Ire 
land. it is not reasonable that. places 
having 10,000, 11,000, 12.000 or 13,000 
inhabitants should be treated as separate 
county boroughs and fiscal entities. 
I would like to remind the Committee 
that by clause 45 of this Bill we have 
provided that— 


“ A place which, for the purpose of this Act 
is a part of an administrative county shall, sub- 
ject as in this section mentioned, form 
part of that county for all other purposes, 
whether assize, sheriff, lieutenant, custos 
rotulorum, justices, general quarter or petty 
sessions, jurors, militia, coroner, clerk of the 
peace, or other county officers, or otherwise.” 


In the case of county boroughs you must 
have all this paraphernalia, and if you 
are to require it for comparatively small 
places like Kilkenny, Clonmel, Sligo, 
Drogheda, and Galway, then we would 
rather decline. 


Mr. DILLON: I have now heard what 
I was anxious to know, and that is the 
Government refusal for giving these 
privileges for certain towns in Ireland, 
and it really amounts to this, that where 
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in England the fair limit was 50,000, 
the fair limit in Ireland is supposed to 
be 25,000. It is absolutely preposterous. 
If you are to compare these 
matters, you must have some idea 


of the character of the country 
vith which you are dealing, and 
to say that a limit of 50,000 


people in Great Britain is a fair analogue 
to 25,000 in Ireland is ridiculous and 
not to be believed. The limit of 25,000 
inhabitants in Ireland has only produced 
six towns large enough to be made 
county boroughs. I hold that the limit 
of 10,000 in Ireland would, in com- 
parison, be higher than 50,000 here, and 
that would be perfectly clear to anvbody 
who knows the two countries. I listened 
in vain for a single instance where the 
Government was willing to grant the 
wish of the population, that which is 
found to be the wish of the population. 
lf they desire all the paraphernalia of 
officers, and if they are prepared to main- 
tain them, then they ought to be allowed 
to.do so. I say that 10,000 inhabitants 
would be a greater limit in Ireland than 
50,000 in England, and I would ask the 
right honourable Gentleman to deal with 
these facts; in Great Britain you are 
dealing with the claims of cities of mush- 
room growth, many of them the growth 
of the century, but the towns that we are 
pleading for were important places before 
many of the English cities were known. 
Drogheda has been an important seaport 
for five centuries. As time went on the 
population in these towns went down, 


and I believe that Drogheda has a very | 


much smaller population than it had 
40 years ago. Here yow have ancient 
boroughs with a great history behind 
them, and they come and demand with 
a unanimous voice, not that you will not 
take away the advantage of local govern- 
ment merely, but that you will not sweep 
away their historic identity at the same 
time that you place your English 
financial laws upon them. I understand 
that there is no difference of opinion on 
the subject. There is a strong unani- 
mous desire that the ancient privileges 
and identity should not be __ inter- 
fered with. The only reason that the 


right honourable Gentleman gives us is 
that the limit of 25,000 is small enough. 
So far as the borough of Drogheda is 
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concerned, I shall raise the question 
again upon the Report stage, and I shall 
do so in the hope that the right honour- 
able Gentleman will have considered this 
important matter in the interval. 


Sm T. ESMONDE: This is essentially 
a case where sympathetic treatment 
would have a very great effect, and it 


|shows that the great misfortune is that 


Ireland is not governed by an Irishman. 
He would have had some regard for the 
ancient privileges and the historic 
associations of these old towns. The 
Chief Secretary has spoken about this 
population, and says that in England a 
limit of 50,000 was the qualification 
which was fixed. Would the right 
honourable Gentleman explain how he 
arrived at that figure with regard to the 
city of London, which has not a popula- 
tion of 50,000? Ifhehad gone into this 
question of the population limit 
properly he would find that the popula- 
tion of Ireland is one-seventh of that of 
England; and if the right honourable 
Gentleman had followed out that prin- 
ciple in the Irish towns and cities and 
counties he would find that one-seventh 
of the population of England was the right 
limit to allow to Ireland, and that would 
bring the population of the Irish towns 
down to 7,000. I think it is not fair 
to take a population limit in connection 
with Ireland, because the population of 
Ireland is a decreasing one, while that 
of England is increasing. I think it 
would be only just on the part of the 
right honourable Gentleman if, seeing 
that the corresponding figure to 50,000 





|in England is 7,000, he had adopted a 
| population limit of 10,000 for the Irish 
|towns. The right honourable Gentleman 
|said it was necessary to draw a line 
somewhere, and no doubt it is, but I 
| would respectfully point out that the 
jonly cases we have brought before 
|him are those of towns which have 
| made snecific requests, and, inasmuch. as 
| the only towns we have pleaded for are 
those mentioned in the schedule, it is 
quite open for the right honourable 
Gentleman to place his population limit 
below that of those towns. I am afraid 
there is an absolute lack of sympath7 
in the matter. It is not a contentious 


matter, it is purely a question of sentiment 
2D 
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with these Irish towns, and which|of the supporters of Her Majesty's 
have made this request to you on their Government. What reason does the 
merits; and, irrespective of their popu-| right honourable Gentleman give for 


lations, you ought to have acceded to 
their request. If English, Scotch, or 
Welsh towns had made similar reques*s 
to this House, they would not have been 
refused. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: They did, 
and were refused. 


Sr THOMAS ESMONDE: But not 
towns whose position corresponded with 
these Irish towns. I see no objection 


whatever to the inclusion of these Irish | 


towns in county boroughs if the counties 


which are concerned in the matter do} 


not object, and I think they should oe 
allowed to retain their proper status. 


*Mr. P. O'BRIEN: I think for the 
fourth time since this Bill has been intrs 
duced I have had the honour to put for- 
ward the claim the town which I repr-- 
sent has to be made a county borough. 
The city of Kilkenny has a charter 
which dates back 700 years. It not only 
had one Parliament, but two. It had 
also two corporations. It has a corpors- 
tion still, and it was your English inter- 
ference which brought about the second, 
and now I am to be told that the ques- 
tion of population is to be taken int» 
consideration when you are determining 
as to whether a city should become a 
county borough or not. I beg to remind 
the right honourable Gentleman that if 
the amount of neople there do not come 
up to the standard or limit entitling 
them to be a county borough, it is owing 
to British misrule, which has decreased 
the population of Ireland, and swept it 
away from the country. You must re- 
member what system of government it 
wags that made it. What system was it 
that reduced the population of Ireland 
from eight millions to four millions but 
the blighting curse of the British rule? 
And now we are to be told that the posi- 
tion of these ancient cities is to be taken 
away. I have protested four times against 
this being done. This is not a question 
of politics. I am in a position to say 
that the consensus of all shades of 
political opinion is in favour of their 
being retained. Everyone makes this 
claim, and the person the most enthu- 
siastic is the Marquess of Ormonde, one 





Sir T. Esmonde. 


denying this right to Kilkenny? I wag 
told that Kilkenny would not lose any- 
thing by being made an urban council; 
it turns out that it will lose its sheriff, 
Is any provision going to be made that 
is shall have its sheriff? The Govern- 
ment has given no reason for refusing it, 


Mr. CLANCY: May I say a word or 
two on behalf of other towns? I have not 
interfered unnecessarily in this Debate, 
but I now refer to the town of Newry. 
Although it has a considerable propor- 
tion of Unionists, it has a majority of 
Nationalists, but all classes of opinim 
in the town of Newry have signed a 
statement to which I should like to draw 
attention. It points out that it is a Par- 
liamentary borough, and a large manu- 
facturing town, that it is a military 
station, and is situated in two counties— 
Louth and Armagh. The two county 
towns which Newry must have connection 
with if it is not made a county borough 
are situated at a very considerable dis- 
tance, and are most inconvenient of access. 
It is the largest town between Dublin and 
Belfast. The present local government 
has been incorporated under several Acts 
of Parliament, and has been incorporated 
at considerable expense; it is invested 
with the control of water supply, gas 
supply, roads, and other matters, and 
exercises the powers formerly exercised 
by the grand juries, and, therefore, it 
should not suffer any diminution 
under the new Local Government Bill. 
This is a case which ought to obtain 
the attention of the Government. I 
have listened carefully to the speech of 
the Chief Secretary to ascertain what 


the reason is for objecting to the 
change, and I can really find none. 
Nobody would be injured at all, and 


everybody desires the change. 


The only 


answer the proposal has met was that 
of the Chief Secretary with regard to a 
population of 25,000 inhabitants, but 


the right honourable Gentleman must 
admit that a limit of 10,000, which in- 
cluded Newry, is not unreasonable. I 
would only add one word on behalf of 
my native town, Galway. 
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Tue CHAIRMAN interposed. 


Mr. CLANCY said he did not intend 
to make a speech. 
begged to move that Galway be in- 


cluded. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Perhaps the hon- 
ourable Member will conclude by moving 
the inclusion of Newry and Galway. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At end of proposed Amendment add the 
words, ‘Galway, Newry.’”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. CLANCY said Galway was 
a very ancient town, and he hoped 
honourable Members would not sneer 
at the local memories. This might 
seem a slight and trivial matter, 
but Galway was a subject of pride to 
every one of its inhabitants. The pro- 
posal injured nobody, and he would sug- 
gest that if between this and the Report 
stage, the right honourable Gentleman 
himself should see any objection from 
the Imperial point of view, or from the 
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| *Mr. Serseant HEMPHILL said he 
|must urge the claims of the city 
|of Kilkenny, which was full of the 
| oldest and most historic traditions, and 
|had always taken a most prominent 
/part in the politics of the country. 
| Parliament used to meet there in the 
|time of the Plantagenets, and why 
|should Kilkenny against its will be 
| thrown into the county? The same 
|observation applied to Louth. He 
knew nothing personally as regarded 
Drogheda, but he could speak with great 
assurance respecting Kilkenny.  Clon- 
;mel and Newry, which had recently ob- 
| tained an Act of Parliament, stood on a 
somewhat different footing. He hoped 
the Chief Secretary would reconsider 
the whole matter, that he would give 
way to the feelings expressed, and that 
he would not lay the foundations of dis- 
content and a never ceasing grievance 


for centuries to come. 


point of view of Ireland, to include this | 


list of towns among county boroughs, he 


should consult local feeling upon the | 


subject, and take the best opinions he 
could. With these few remarks he 


begged to move that Newry and Galway | 
be added to the list of county boroughs. | 


Amendment to Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 

“That the words, ‘Clonmel, Kilkenny, Wex- 
ford, Sligo, Drogheda, Galway, Newry,’ be 
there added.” 
| The Committee divided:—Ayes 65; 
| Noes 118.—(Division List No. 122.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) | 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbysh.) 
Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh.} 
Collery, Bernard 

Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Docgan, P. C. 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 


Hayden, John 


Mandeville, J. 


Monk, Charles 


Moss, Samuel 


Hazell, Walter 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, T. M. (Louth, N.) | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H.| Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kilbride, Denis 
Knox, Edmund F. Vesey 
| Labouchere, Henry 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 
Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 
| McDonnell,Dr.M.A.(Qn.’sCo.) | Tanner, Charles Kearns 
| MacNeill, John G. Swift 
McDermott, Patrick 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 


Molloy, Bernard Charles 


Morton, E, J. C. (Devonport) 


Patrick Murnaghan, George 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shee, James John 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal. W.) 


Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (Hud’ld) 
| 

| 





Francis 

James TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien. 
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Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts} 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Ri.Hn.Sir M.H.: Brist’l) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, Alfred 

Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, R. F. (Lancs. N.) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dane, Richard M. 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 


Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Manc.) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, W — Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Flannery, Fortescue 
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| 
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NOES. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Ri bert Ee 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hornby, William He nry 
Houldsworth, Sir W. H. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 

Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, Col. J.(Ant’m,E. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Milbank, Powlett Charles J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
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Newdigate, Francis Alex. 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert T. 
Phillpotts, Capt. Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Priestley, Sir W. 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


O. (Edin.) 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, T. H. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Col. Edw. Jas. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Now, it does seem to 








Folkestone, Viscount Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Schedule 2 agreed to, | rial Government. 
ScHEDULE 3. | 
Amendment proposed— | to the local 
“Page 51, after line 16, insert ‘dogs.’ ”— 


(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
able Gentleman 


The right honour- 
the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was good enough to offer 
to increase the Excise taxes of our 
country if we accepted that proposal, 
but we desire that the Excise taxes, 
which are captured by the Government, | 
should be put to local purposes. There | 
is the pawnbrokers’ tax ; 
which goes directly to the Imperial 
Government. There is the hackney car- 





that is a tax | 


me that those three taxes which do not 
exist in England, or, if they do exist, go 
authority and not to the 
Imperial Government, should in Ireland 
go towards local government. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: They 
already go in aid of the police in Dublin 
and the petty sessions clerks in Belfast 
and other matters. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


ficures ? 


What the 


are 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have not 
got the figures at the moment; but a 
certain proportion of those taxes has to 
be paid in Dublin out of local taxation. 


riage tax, levied solely in Dublin, and | They are either paid direct by the cor- 


the dog tax, which also go to the Impe | | poration, or, if the corporation did not 
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continue to coliect them, they would 
have to be paid in some other way. 
There would be no gain to the local taxes 
or to the taxpayer in Ireland. The jus- 
tices’ clerks in Ireland, as in England, 
are paid out of Imperial sources. Part 
now of the dog tax goes towards local 
taxes; therefore, in reality, nothing 
would be gained by throwing these into 
the local taxes, it would merely be tak- 
ing the money out of one pocket to put 
it in the other. 


Mr. M. HEALY: Can the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman tell me this: the 
dog tax is payable for the year ending 
3lst of March, and the tax which is paid 
on the 3lst March does not reach the 
county councils until the May twelve- 
month following. In other words, the 
tax which was paid in March last will not 
reach the county councils until next 
May. I want to know how that is. I 
believe it is a mere question of keeping 
the account. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
has given me the same answer as he 
gave me on Wednesday. There is an 
area from Dublin to Bray in which &d. 
in the £ is levied for the upkeep of the 
police, not a constable of which can we 
appoint. He said just now he has not 
the figures as to how much of these 
taxes go to local purposes. I do not 
blame him for saying so. We can never 
get them. Who pays the pawnbrokers’ 
tax? It is squeezed out of the rags and 
misery of the poor. The hackney car- 
riage tax has no parallel in England. 
The Dublin Metropolitan Police are a 
most excellent body, and a_ popular 
body, and their officers are drawn from 
the ranks, and I only wish the Royal 
Irish Constabulary were like them ; there 
are no snobs amongst them. Their offi- 
cers do not aim to sup at the tables of 
the landlords or anything like that. 
They do their duty in the streets, but 
there are more police in Dublin, having 
regard to the population, than in any 
city of the world. There are three 
times as many police in Dublin in ratio 
to the population as there are in Lon- 
don, though in London you will, per- 
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haps, see more property in one street 
than you can find in all Dublin put to- 
gether, including the Castle. That being 
so, it is absurd that you should keep up 
this enormous force. You only do_so 
because you are able to levy the amount 
from the pawnbrokers, the jarvies, and 
the dogs to keep it up. I believe half 
the charge of the metropolitan police of 
Dublin falls on the ratepayers, and with 
regard to the proposal of the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer all we ask him to do is this: 
we do not want him to increase the 
Excise taxes, but to divert them into the 
proper channel. Whenever we ask for 
the amounts which are given out of 
these taxes for local matters, the right 
honourable Gentleman tells us he has 
not the figures. We once had a Vice- 
>Chancellor in Ireland, 30 or 40 years 
ago, who looked after these matters, now 
we have an Irish official established at 
the Treasury, who, instead of sticking 
out against these Treasury brigands, 
simply re-echoes everything they say. 


Amendment negatived. 
Schedule 3 agreed to. 


Schedule 4 (Election of County and 
District Councils and Guardians) and 
Schedule 5 (Irish Enactments subject to 
adaptation by Order in Council) were 
agreed to. 


ScHEDULE 7. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 56, line 4, at end, insert— 

“The compensation payable to any high 
constable or collector of a barony, or to his 
deputy, duly appointed under section two 
hundred and forty-eight of the Grand Juries 
Act, 1836, shall be according to the following 
scale :—(a) If his service has not exceeded two 
grand jury half-years, one year’s net. emolu- 
ments; (b) If his service has exceeded two 
grand jury half-years, one year’s net emolu- 
ments, together with one quarter of one year’s 
net emoluments for each grand jury half-year 
which he has served above the two first, but 
not exceeding in any case five years’ net emolu- 
ments; (c) The net emoluments shall be ascer- 
tained according to the average for the six 





grand jury half-years next before the summer 
assizes, 1898, or if the officer has served for less 
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than that period, then for the period of his]it is unfair to turn a man of 40 years’ 
service ; (d) The gross nage oc wg a deputy | service adrift with only five years’ net 
eG eeeiies Gs eat porn cet ger emoluments. I know it is said, and hot 
the high constable or collector whose deputy untruly, that _these men hold their 
he was; (¢) The expression ‘grand jury half-| offices at the will of the grand jury, and 
year,’ means the period between any assizes|/that they were re-appointed every year, 
and the next assize."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) )yt honourable Members opposite know, 
in point of fact and practice, that they 
Amendment to Amendment proposed were never removed. : 


See ee OR Ge, one ee) i TAMER (Cak Co, Wid): The 
ait. 


“Line 9. leave out ‘five,’ and insert ‘ten.’” they ought to have been. 
4 » Jee ’ s . 


“And for the purposes of this schedule the 1 2 r 
net emoluments Zs a hid constable or collector Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: There are 
or of a collector of a district shall be deemed to | a great many officials who ought to have 
be the gross average annual poundage received 
by him during the period aforesaid, after ‘ : é 
deducting therefrom the average annual salaries | have just the same tenure of office, 
or poundage paid by him to his deputy or sub- | neither higher nor lower, than the secre- 


collector during the same _ period.”—(Mr. mee oa | ; 
J. H. M. Camptell.) tary of the grand jury or the county 


been removed, who still remain. They 


surveyor. Those officers have been pro- 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: This is 
the last opportunity which is offered to 
the Chief Secretary for showing a little 
generosity. I do not suggest that he 
has been illiberal in the matter of treat- 
ms oy officers, and I wish to compli- with five years’ emoluments. I do not 
ment him on the manner in which he has propose, at this time of night, to go into 
dealt with the suggestions made to him.| the other Amendments, as they are con- 
I think, as a reward for the progress we | sequential on the first one. The last one 
have achieved to-day, he might give me contains something which is to compen- 
sate the deputy. I think some consi- 
deration might be given to this very 
deserving class, and therefore I move to 
leave out “quarter,” and insert “ half.” 


perly and carefully provided for under 
this Bill, but these cess collectors, some 
of whom have served 40 years and some 
50 years, and who have no means of 
livelihood, are now to be turned adrift 


this small concession for which I ask 
for a very deserving body of people. I 
might point out that a large number of 
these collectors are absolutely depen- 
dent for their livelihood upon collecting Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My honour- 
this asset. Some of them have had 40] able and learned Friend suggests that I 
years’ service, and now they are going to| might give way to generosity. I do not 
be turned adrift with five years’ compen-| think my honourable and learned Friend 
sation. I think that is an extremely|is quite aware how generous the terms 
absurd compensation to be fixed as a] are which we propose in this schedule. 
maximum. I do not see why, if those|In order to compare a gratuity with an 
who have served 40 years should only| annuity it is necessary to state how 
get one year’s net emoluments, andthose|I made the assumption that the 
who serve less than five years are toget a| average age would be about 10 
year for every year they serve, those| years, and that the average amount of 


who have served 40 years should only the net emoluments of the barony cess 
receive five years’ compensation. Mt 0) mee weal ke sheet £006. Any 
matter which requires looking into. If : 
it is a fair allowance for the man who| {tor would serve the purpose equally 
has served fiveyearstogeta year’s net|Well, but I calculated it upon this 
emoluments for every year he has] assumption, that if the net emoluments 
served, then it follows that it is grossly| were £100 a year under this schedule, 
inadequate for a man who has served|the gratuity which he would receive 
many years in excess of that period, and| would compare favourably to the 
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recipient with the amount which would 
be reocived by a Civil servant whose 
office was abolished. Now, my honour- 
able and learned Friend suggests that we 
have done injustice to these gentlemen, 
who have received compensation under 
this schedule, in stopping short at five 
years. I believe, on the contrary, that 
it is on the whole a very generous pro- 
vision. I believe it would be impossible 
to find in any other Act where compen- 
sation has been made that it has been 
made on such favourable terms. My 
honourable Friend must remember this: 
supposing it went to 20 years, what 
would be the effect! I might make my 
calculation on the basis of 30 years, and 
a gratuity calculated on the same basis 
would purchase an annuity very much 
larger than it would at an earlier age, 
and if you could not give this gratuity on 
the larger amount. If the honourable 
and learned Member’s Amendments are 
accepted, and “half” is substituted for 
a “quarter,” the result will be that in 
10 years the person in receipt of a 
gratuity will be getting nearly twice as 
much as those who are compensated by 
means of an annuity; and if you insert 
10 years instead of five,in my judgment 
it would give a lump sum in gratuity far 
beyond what would be reasonable for a 
person whose employment was promis- 
You must remember that these 
persons are not really entitled to any 


cuous. 


compensation at all strictly, and I do not 
think they have been treated unfavour- 
ably. They have been practically com- 
pensated in the same manner as persons 
who are permanently employed are com- 
pensated. 


Mr. P. A. MSHUGH (Leitrim, N.): The 
Chief Secretary said just before he sat 
down that in his judgment these officers 
were not entitled to any recompense at 
all, and I agree with him entirely upon 
that. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I did not 
say entitled, I said that strictly and 
legally compensation might be denied 
them, owing to the terms of their em- 
ployment. 
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Mr. P. A. M'HUGH: Why are they 


not treated strictly in accordance with the 
terms of their employment! The right 
honourable Gentleman is charged with 
being ungenerous, but I venture to assert 
that the honourable and learned Gentle 
man who asked for this concession does 
not know the real facts of the case in 
connection with these barony constables 
of Ireland. Now, I have had an oppor- 
tunity of knowing how these gentlemen 
conduct their business and how they 
are paid, and I can say this without 
contradiction that, so far as they are 
concerned, they do not deserve any 
consideration whatever. Most of them are 
the illegitimate sons of the grand jurors, 
who have been put into the position. 
[Cries of “Withdraw, withdraw!”] I 
certainly shall not withdraw. Most of 
them are the illegitimate sons of the 
erand jurors, who have been put into 
that position simply because they are 
related in this manner to the grand 
jurors, as I know to my personal know- 
[Uproar.| I shall finish my sen- 
tence when the Members of this House 


ledge. 


of Commons cease to interrupt me. As I 
know to my personal knowledge, most of 
these gentlemen are the hangers-on of 
the rent offices. We have a rent office 
in Sligo, which is administered by the 
Messrs. Robinson, and any man who 
wished to become a barony constable of 
that county had to go to that office, and 
had to get the support of the foreman of 
the grand jury. I say it is a gross scan- 
dal that we Nationalists of Sligo, con- 
sisting of 90 per cent. of the people of 
the county, and paying 90 per cent. of 
the county cess, can never get a man 
appointed as a constable unless he is a 
Protestant. As a matter of fact we 
have on several occasions put forward 
men of the finest integrity and educa- 
tion, and men who could give security as 
good as the Bank of England. 


CoLtoneL SAUNDERSON : May I inter- 
rupt the honourable Gentleman, and ask 
him if he did not say the other day that 
he himself was a grand juror! 
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Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I did say I was a 
grand juror, but I was not selected by the 
sheriff, I was elected by the people. I 
was an eéz-officio member, and I stood 
alone in my integrity, and when I tried 
to get a member of my own party, a 
Nationalist, selected to take the place of 
a deceased barony constable, although 
this gentleman was one in the very 
highest position, and able to give the 
best of security, and a gentleman of the 
highest respectability, his application 
was refused, although he offered to collect 
it for half the amount which the others 
collected it for. [Zaughter.] It may be 
a laughing matter to honourable Gentle- 
men opposite. [NVo, no/] It is a laugh- 
ing matter. It appears to me that you 
think it is better to continue the system 
which prevails, but if it is, we Catholics 
and Nationalists would never get a man 
appointed, and we put forward the best 
man, a man of the highest respectability. 
These men put forward, who had this 
connection with the grand jurors, and 
who wished to get a shilling in the £, 
these men for whom the honourable and 
learned Member now claims compensa- 
tion and pensions, do not collect the 
cess, but farm it out to deputies, who 
collect it at twopence in the £, and 
they draw tenpence for doing nothing. 
I say, under these circumstances, these 
men deserve no compensation whatever. 


Mr. FLYNN: I can corroborate what 
has been said on general lines ; these men 
do nothing for the money which they 
draw. They get the collection of the 
county cess at a certain poundage, and 
they farm it out at 2d. or 3d. in the 
£, and do not do a stroke 
work for what they receive. They do 
nothing to the advantage of the 
country, and, under the circumstances, 
I say it is scandalous and indefensible 
that they should receive any compensa- 
tion at all. It is a kind of job that 
cannot be defended by anybody who is 
aware of the circumstances. There is 
no one who can say it is like a surveyor 
or grand juror, who does the work. This 
is a sop to the servants of the grand 
juries who are to be swept away, and it 


of honest 
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will have to be put upon record that 
this is a portion of the robbery and 
blackmail which the Irish people are 
compelled to suffer for the sweeping 
away an obsolete system which was 
vicious in the extreme. 
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Mr. COLLERY (Sligo, N.): I entirely 


agree that these gentlemen have no 
claim whatever to compensation, though 
I cannot this to 


terminate without expressing my dissent 


allow discussion 
to the statements which have been made 
as to these gentlemen. I cannot agree 
that the barony collectors deserve the 
description which has been applied to 
them by the honourable Member. I 
think the collectors 


have no claim whatever to compensation 


barony cess 


because they are gentlemen who come in 
and get appointed through the influence 
of the grand jurors, one of whom [ 
happen to be. They simply hold their 
office as an honorary appointment. Many 
of those appointed in my district are 
respectable farmers, and one of those 
farmers came to me and asked me to 
become a security for him to the man 
for whom he collected the cess, for whom, 
by the way, I was security to the grand 
jury. That is a case which actually 
happened to me. I may state this 
though, that there are gentlemen for 
whom I have a great respect as men of 
intellect, who are Catholics, who can 
never get appointed because these 
appointments are obtained through 
influence, and it is influence to which 
no Catholic need apply. I proposed 
myself two or three Catholics who were 
willing to do the work for 6d. in the 
against the shilling which is 
being paid, and they were refused. We 
only got two votes—that of myself and 
my Friend sitting behind me—and what 
was the result? They appointed a 
gentleman who was a sub-agent in an 
office, who farmed it out, and drew his 
9d. in the £, and he does not do « 
single thing. So far as he has any claim 
on the ratepayers, he has none what- 
ever. I speak now for the first time on 
almost any subject, and I do so now 
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because I am convinced of the justice of 
the contention that they have no claim 
upon the ratepayers for compensation 
for the discontinuation of the duties 
which they had to do. The office was 
purely an honorary one. 


Dr. TANNER said it appeared to him 
the gentleman who took up the position 
of a barony constable was a person who 
had failed in every other line of life. 
When a man failed to pass for the Army, 
and it was too late to get him into the 
Navy, and it was absolutely useless to 
try and get him into the Civil Service, 
when he was absolutely unable to pass 
the necessary examination to become a 
member of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
then the relatives consulted with the 
grand jury, and they came to the natural 
conclusion that he was fit to become a 
barony constable for the county of Cork. 
He did sincerely hope that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Chief Secre 
tary would not attempt to perpetuate a 
system which was so full of extreme 
jobbery. The whole of the county of 
Cork had been farmed out for years in 
that way. A personal friend of his own 
had obtained a permanent position 
through the action of the right honour- 
able Gentleman, but that was no reason 
why the whole of his family should have 
appointments in the county. As a 
matter of fact, there were nine members 
of one family who had the absolute con- 
trol of all this business in the county, 
and did it at too remunerative interest 
to please the ratepayers. He sincerely 
hoped that the right honourable Gentle- 
man would take a firm stand upon the 
matter. He looked upon the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Member as a 
practical joke, and he did trust that he 
would not insist upon it. 


Question put. 


Amendment negatived. 


Schedule 7 added to the Bill. 
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New ScHEDULE. 


Upon a new schedule dealing with the 
Acts proposed to be repealed by the Bill, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: [already protested 
against the fact that this was not put 
down as an Amendment in the ordinary 
way. I think that the ordinary common 
form ought to have been followed out. 
The right honourable Gentleman pro- 
poses, in regard to section 58, to repeat 
a number of sections having connection 
with roads. I cannot see any necessity 
for that proposal. Why should not the 
Bill remain as it is? It seems to me that 
some power should exist for the purpose. 


Mr. ATKINSON : It is too late now to 
discuss the repeals. 


Schedule added to the Bill. 


Bill as amended ordered to be reported 
to the House. 


House resumed; when 21st June was 
fixed for Report stage of the Bill. 


QUESTIONS ON MOTION FOR 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That this House do now adjourn vatil 
Monday, 6th June.”—(The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 


*Sirn C. DILKE (Gloucestershire, Forest. 
of Dean): Without delaying the House 
more than a very few minutes, I want to 
put the present position as to our future 
discussion upon foreign affairs to the 
Government, because I do not think the 
matter stands in a favourable position 
on what was said last night. There 
was an announcement made to-day 
by the Government as to the busi- 
ness after the Recess, and although 
I believe in the course of the even- 
ing the Government have changed their 
minds as to the business to be taken 
on the second day after the Recess, there 
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is no doubt that the first day is to be 
devoted to the Second Reading of the 
Finance Bill, and on that Bill one por- 
tion of the matter we desire to discuss 
will be open to discussion. The recent 
alarming speeches made by the Prime 
Minister and other Members of the 
Government will be open to discussion, 
because we shall have to point out how 
ridiculous and inconsistent their speeches 
are in the face of the proposal to reduce 
taxation, rather than to spend more 
money on shipbuilding. But there are 
some other matters raised by recent 
speeches which cannot be discussed on 
tnat occasion. There is the policy of 
alliance with Germany which has been 
proclaimed by the Leader of the House 
recently on two occasions, and there is 
the policy of an alliance with military 
Powers not named, which was _ the 
phrase of the Colonial Secretary. Those 
speeches we shall not have an oppor- 
tunity the Finance 
Bill. We cannot discuss this question of 
the alliances, although we may discuss 
others. 


of discussing on 


Without discussing that policy 
on this occasion, let me just say this 
about it. It is the most momentous 
change in the Foreign affairs of this 
country which has taken place since the 
Treaty of Vienna. There have been 
many suggestions in books, and by the 
writers of the Press and others, that 
such alliances should be entered into by 
this country, but there has never been 
such a suggestion on the part of a states- 
man of this country since the time of 
the conclusion of the Treaty of Vienna. 
It is an enormous change, and is a matter 
which must be discussed by Parliament, 
though it has not been at the present 


time. How does this matter stand? 
We have been challenged repeatedly 
by the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, outside and inside 
the House, to a discussion, and we 
have not shrunk from that dis- 


cussion, and a great many Members of 
this House have expressed a desire to 
take part in it. We have accepted the 
challenge. When the ‘Foreign Office 
Vote was first discussed in this House the 
Leader of the House appealed publicly 
Sir C. Dilke. 
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and privately to the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition and to myself. He told us he 
could not go into the full discussion of 
the details of the past policy of the 
Government in the absence of the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
and although we upheld our right to dis- 
cuss these matt ers, as a matter of courtesy 
we abstained from doing so, and we told 
the Government at the timie, and they 
thanked us for making that statement 
in the absence of the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs. When he 
returned to the House we asked for 
a day, but from that time to this we 
have not had a definite promise of a day 
from the Government. 
day there was a discussion as to this 
matter, and I understood the right 
honcurable Gentleman to say that if 
there was a general expression of the 
desire to take the first Friday after the 
Whitsuntide Recess for this discussion, 
that day was open, and we might 
have it. I wish to know if that was a 
definite promise, or if it was not. I do 
not know what means are open to us to 
show that general desire for this discus- 
sion ; all I can say is that if there is some 
shrinking on the part of the honourable 
opposite telling Her 
Majesty’s Government that they have 
that desire, they do not shrink from tell- 
ingus. We see in the Conservative Press 
as strong a desire as we have. We see 
Conservative Members their 
seats upon this subject, and when this 
conduct has to be defended we find a 
right honourable Baronet coming forward 
and saying he shares the views of the 
honourable Member who resigned, but 
says he thinks it was a mistake that he 
resigned under the circumstances of the 
case. We say, therefore, that there is 
as strong a desire on the opposite side 
of the House for this discussion as there 
is on this. I am able to state that the 
Leader of the Opposition has stated, both 
publicly and privately, that he desired 
that this discussion should take place on 
the first Friday after Whitsuntide, and 
I believe that there is not a Member on 
this side of the House who does not also 
desire it. I now ask the Government to 


Now, Sir, yester- 
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give us a definite promise that we shall 
have this discussion upon the first 
Friday after the Whitsuntide Recess. 


*Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banfishire) : 
I do hope that we may be favoured with 
some information with regard to the form 
that the Indian Debate will take. I was 
elad to hear that this Debate was 
to come on at an early time, and that a 
financial statement will be placed before 
the House. 
in the order proposed, and I think we 


But there is now a change 


should have some information to show 
that the few opportunities that are given 
t> us for discussing Indian matters wili 
The practice 
for a good many years past has been to 


not be lost to the House. 


have two opportunities of discussing 
Indian affairs. First, on a Motion 
“That the Speaker do leave the Chair.” 
On such an occasion all subjects may be 
discussed and Amendments may be 
moved. The second opportunity is the 
one in Committee, when only questions 
oi finance can be discussed. The proposal 
this morning was that the Debate shouid 
be only in Committee. I think that it 
would be a great loss to the people of 
India if there was not an opportunity 
given for discussing general grievances 
on the Motion “That the Speaker do 
leave the Chair.” Affairs in India have 
been of a very exceptional kind, and the 
Government have had to take excep- 
tional measures to deal with them, and I 
am sure the House will say that more 
opportunity should be given to review 
these measures; and, therefore, I 
sincerely trust that we shall have an 
assurance given to us that there shall be 
a full-dress Debate on the general ques- 
tion with the Speaker in the Chair. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall Division): I cannot 
but deny that it would be very incon- 
venient to commence a discussion upon 
foreign affairs or general Imperial ques- 
tions at this late hour of the evening, 
but we have a right to say that there 
should be an early opportunity given for 
the discussion of these important ques- 
tions. There are some of us who think 
a good deal of time has of late been 
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wasted over the Irish Local Government 
Bill, but apart from that I think the 
statement of the right honourable 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean is deserving of consideration. 
There have been remarkable statements 
inade of late by Ministers, some of which 
we are not fully acquainted with, which 
we have read in full, and which we have 
read with great surprise. The recent 
speech of the Colonial Secretary in Bir- 
mingham was one of the most astonish- 
ing utterances which have been made 1n 
this country for many years. I do not 
agree with the right honourable Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, who 
has just spoken, in his minatory reference 
to the understanding concluded with 
Germany, and which has already borne 
such excellent fruit in the interests of 
this country in South Africa and else- 
where. Honourable Gentlemen may not 
have noticed what an admirable attitude 
the German official Press are taking 
with regard to the attitude of President 
Kruger, in consequence of the under- 
standing between the two countries. 
We should like to have an early oppor- 
tunity of knowing what the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman meant by his utter- 
ances the other day. We should like 
to know whether he went for a Pan- 
Teutonic Alliance or an Anglo-Saxon 
Alliance. We should also like to know 
what progress has been made towards 
a good understanding with Japan, which 
is so exceedingly necessary to the inte- 
rests of this country in the Far East ; 
and we should like to know how far the 
Government have abandoned their un- 
fortunate attitude towards the Ottoman 
Empire, and whether there is really any 
chance of restoring order and good 
government to the unfortunate people 
of Crete, and many other interests of 
that kind; and so, without troubling the 
House any further, I would venture to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
who, I suppose, will reply to me on be- 
half of the Government, whether he 
cannot see his way to granting us an 
early day for this discussion. 


CotonsL SAUNDERSON: We are 
about to separate for the Whitsuntide 
holidays, and the right honourable 









691 


Questions on 


Baronet the Member for the Forest oi 
Dean has pointed out that the circum- 
stances at the present time are of a most 
critical character. Now, I ask the House of 
Commons, if that is true, to look at the 
Front Opposition Bench. Now, I would 
point out to the House that when these 
circumstances are supposed to be so 
critical as they are the only leaders 
of the Opposition who are here to speak 
upon these affairs are the right honour- 
able Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean and the honourable Member for 
Northampton, who, although he has not 
spoken yet, I should imagine from his 
attitude is going to speak on the very 
first opportunity. The right honourable 
Baronet accuses the Government of 
shirking and delaying this discussion on 
foreign affairs, but I hear from the 
Government Benches repeatedly offers 
being made that if a vote of want of 
confidence were proposed by the Leader 
of the Opposition the Government 
would at once afford a day for the dis- 
cussion of foreign affairs. If foreign 
affairs are so critical, why do not the 
honourable Gentlemen opposite chal- 
lenge the Government by means of a 
vote of censure? But nothing of the 
kind has taken place. The policy of the 
Government is challenged by the right 
honourable Baronet the Member for the 


nN 2. 2 . 

Forest of Dean, who criticises every- 
thing and suggests nothing, but from 
the Front Opposition Bench we hear no 


sound. The British people will be abro- 
gating the common sense which they 
generally show if they believe for one 
moment that there is any truth in the 
statement made by the right honourable 
Baronet that the conduct of the Govern- 
ment has been averse to the welfare of 
this country. The only sign so far as 
I can make out of what the honourable 
Gentlemen opposite say, is the fact that 
one honourable Gentleman has resigned 
his seat. Well, this side of the House 
can afford even the loss of one honour- 
able Member without falling into that 
condition of utter desolation which I see 
opposite. So far as I am concerned, I 
say that, considering the extreme dith- 
culties of the situation with which the 
Government had to deal, they have not 


Colonel Saunderson. 


{COMMONS } 
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come so badly out of it. [Laughter.] 
Honourable Gentlemen opposite may 
laugh, but we have avoided war, 
and yet we have maintained the 
honour of the country. [Opposition 
cries of “Oh!”|] Yes, we have 
maintained the honour of the country. 
I think the honour of the country 
may be represented by Wei-hai-Wei 
in the near future. So far as Russia 
is concerned, she has got Port Arthur. 
Everybody knew she had got it, even my 
honourable Friend. the Member for 
Sheffield. I say, if the British people 
were so dull as not to be able to see this, 
and if they thought that the British 
interests had been neglected, we should 
have here at the present moment, in- 
stead of the empty Opposition Benches 
that we see, all the Leaders of the 
opposite Party in their places, and all 
the honourable Gentlemen opposite 
would be spending their Whitsuntide 
holidays in stumping England, Scotland, 
and Wales, pointing out the mistakes 
of the Government and the betrayal of 
the national interests. The Front 
Opposition Bench is practically empty, 
and therefore I think we can tell the 
honourable Gentlemen opposite to spend 
their holidays abroad in peace. I deiy 
them to go round the country in the 
hope of acquiring the 
approval, and confidence of the people. 


sympathy, 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
Why is there no deference shown to us, 
because we on this side of the House are 
anxious to consult the convenience of the 
right honourable Gentlemen opposite! 
We know perfectly well we could go on to 
discuss this question until to-morrow 
morning, but the Leader of the Govern- 
ment is not here, and we are anxious to 
suit his convenience, and as he is not 
well we do not press it. We knew per- 
fectly well that the Debate might last 
out to just before the holidays, and a 
great national festival is going to take 
place to-morrow, and we are not anxious 
to prolong a sitting which commenced 
at Twelve o’clock to a later hour than 
at present. The honourable and gallant 


Gentleman who just preceded me called 
the attention of the House to the condi- 
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tion of the Front Opposition Bench. I 
see on the Front Opposition Bench a 
small but very intelligent contingent, 
and I know that honourable Gentlemen 
and right honourable Gentlemen who 
would be here in the ordinary course are 
not here, but it is not for honourable 
Gentlemen opposite to imply that there 
is anything wrong, or that those hon- 
ourable Gentlemen and right honourable 
Gentlemen have the fullest confidence in 
the Government because they are not 
here. It was fully understood yester- 
day that we were not to take the foreign 
discussion this evening, and therefore 
what earthly object could there be in 
those Gentlemen coming down here for 
the purpose uf hearing the Motion to 
adjourn? We simply ask for a clear 
understanding as to what the arrange- 
ments are as regards the business of the 
Recess. We want to have a discussion 
upon foreign affairs. We want to have 
ene particularly, because we wish to 
understand what are the views of the 
Government on Eastern and other ques- 
tions. Certain views have been put for- 
ward by the Colonial Secretary, which 
may be the expression of the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman’s personal opinion. 
If that is so it is not so important, but 
those views may be the opinion of Her 
Majesty’s Government, and if they are 
it is most important. The honourable 
and gallant Gentleman says that the 
Government have done well, but they 
must not cry before they are out of the 
wood. They have not done so badly, 
perhaps, under the circumstances. We 
have not had yet an opportunity of 
stating our case, and when we have 
perhaps the honourable and gallant 
Gentleman will say they have not done 
so well as they undertook to do. We 
want to what the Government 
policy is before we propose a vote of 
want of confidence. I really do not know 
whether the policy of the Government is 
the unauthorised programme of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary, or whether it is not, and 
until we know that we are not in a 
position to point out anything or to 
propose a vote of want of confidence. I 


know 
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hope the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will tell us what was asked him by my 
right honourable Friend the Member for 
the Forest of Dean, that is when the 
desired opportunity will be afforded us. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER : The _ honourable Member 
who has just sat down was perfectly 
right in his statement that it was under- 
stood yesterday that there would be no 
discussion upon foreign affairs to-day, 
and that being so I really cannot 
imagine what the object of the conversa- 
tion is which has just taken place, when 
I suppose that 99 out of every 100 of 
the Members who have been here to-day 
are anxious, after our prolonged sitting, 
to get home. Now, the honourable 
Baronet opposite (Sir W. Wedder- 
burn) complained that he wanted to 
have a sufficient opportunity, which was 
not given him, to discuss Indian affairs. 
He is singularly fortunate this year in 
that respect. First, he will have an 
opportunity upon the resolution and 
the Bill of my noble Friend the 
Secretary of State for India, and later 
on he will have an opportunity upon 
the Indian Budget, therefore I think he 
has no cause of complaint. Now what 
is the cause of complaint of the right 
honourable Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, and the honourable 
Member for Northampton, and the hon- 
ourable Member for Sheffield? We 

little tired of pur- 
objectless, and endless dis- 
in Committee of Supply. 
Iz honourable Members of this House 
question our policy on foreign affairs, let 
them question it by a Resolution put to 
the Vote of this House. 


are all a these 
poseless, 


cussions 


*Srr C. DILKE: The right honour- 
able Gentleman says, “wherever they 
sit”; hitherto we have been told that 
a vote of censure must be moved by the 
Leader of the Opposition. Therefore 
these are words as to which I should like 
some explanation. I gave notice of, and 
should have moved, a reduction of the 
salary of the Secretary of State for 





Foreign Affairs, but for a personal appeal 
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to myself by the Leader of the House 
not to do so in the absence of the Under 
Secretary. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: I must refuse to take the 
right honourable Baronet at his own 
valuation. Who is the right honourable 
Baronet; what Party does he lead? 
What Party does he represent in this 
House but himself? Who is the honourable 
Member for Northampton? He is always 
telling us that he is the solitary vestige of 
the old Liberal Party in this House. And 
who is my honourable Friend the 
Member for Sheffield! My honour- 
able Friend the Member for Sheffield 
takes an active and intelligent interest 
in Foreign affairs, and has peculiar 
opinions of his own, which very few 
other Members are able to share. 
I remember a certain triumvirate long 
years ago who rejoiced in the name of 
the three tailors of Tooley Street. I do 
not wish to speak a disrespectful word of 
the three great critics to whom I have 
just referred, but if we are to afford 
special opportunities for the discussion 
of Foreign affairs in this House beyond 
the time ordinarily devoted to the 
Foreign Office Vote, then I think 
are entitled to claim something 

expressive of a general desire 
the the House than 

the wishes and the 
three honourable Members to whom 1 
have referred. It may be that the 
leaders of the two honourable Gentlemen 
opposite share their views with regard 
to an early discussion upon matters of 
Foreign policy. If that is so, it was 
perfectly open to them to be in their 
places yesterday, and it will be open 
to them to be in their places next 
My right honourable 


we 
more 
on 
even 


part of 


views of 


Monday week. 


Friend the Leader of the House 
will also be in his place, I hope, and 
will be able to afford the oppor- 
tunity which they desire. I can add 


nothing more to what I have already 
said on his behalf, that if there be a 


Sir C. Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 
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general desire on the part of the House 
that Friday, the 10th of June, shall be 
devoted to the Foreign Office Vote, 
that desire will be gratified; but, Sir, 
nothing that has passed to-night adds to 
the expression of the desire that has 
been given before, and I would venture 
to say that these carping criticisms, 
these Debates, on no more definite pro- 
position than a reduction of £100 onthe 
salary of the Secretary of State, may be 
necessary in their way, and serve a useful 
purpose to a certain extent, but they 
cannot be repeated Friday after Friday 
indefinitely without depriving us of time 
which might be more profitably used for 
useful and practical work. If there is 
any real desire on the part of the Oppo- 
sition and on the part of the House to 
question our Foreign policy, they oug1. 
to produce their policy in the shape of 
a Resolution and take the vote of the 
House upon it. 


Dr. TANNER said that the right 
honourable Baronet [Sir E. Ashmead- 
Bartlett] had stated that a great deal 
of time had been wasted over the Irish 
Local Government Bill, but he had 
evidently taken little notice of what had 
been done. That Bill had been passed 
through its Committee stage, and had 
been reported to the House, and the 
Irish Members did not consider, having 
regard to the magnitude of the Bill, that 
any time had been wasted. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): The 
right honourable Gentleman the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has thrown out 
a challenge to this side of the House 
which has now become somewhat familiar, 
and I think we are entitled to know in 
what sense he means that challenge. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: Why do you not take it up! 
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Mr. ROBSON: The right honourable 
Gentleman has now strengthened the 
observation I was about to make by his 
interruption. The right honourable 
Gentleman may say in asarcastic inquiry 
what he has said to more distinguished 
individuals, “Who are you?” but if he 
did I should only bow a modest head in 
reply. But I would tell him I am one of 
a very large number on this side of the 
House—I believe the overwhelming 
majority—who desire nothing better than 
to take up the challenge that is thrown 
out to us. I wish to ask him what does 
he mean by that challenge? Does the 
right honourable Gentleman mean that 





the Government will only give us a day 
if it is asked for by the Leader of the 
Opposition? The challenge is not made 
to us, but to the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth. I 
am not concerned to inquire what reasons 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouth had for not 
accepting that challenge; they may be 
good or bad, but, at all events, it is a 
challenge, if it is of any substance at all, 
which should be directed to him alone. 
We are anxious to challenge the policy 
of the Government, as we are telling the 
right honourable Gentleman to-day. Will 
he tell us this: if there be evidence 
sufficiently clear for this purpose, any 
strong desire on the part of this side of 
the House to move a vote of censure, he 
will give us a day, whether it is 
asked for by the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth or not? Until the right honour- 
able Gentleman meets that challenge 
let him in future limit his own challenge 
to the one gentleman to whom he now 
directs it. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror rz 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamperuain, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I will take the 
honourable Gentleman who has just 
spoken at his own valuation. I 
take him, as he says, as represent- 
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ing a vast majority of the Party 
opposite. Then, Sir, he was Leader 
of the Party opposite, but his speech 
certainly points to a strong disorgani- 
sation of all that we have hitherto 
understood as regards the constitution of 
Parties. Hitherto we have understood 
that a great Party, upon whichever side 
it sits, is represented by a Leader selected, 
of course, in the usual way, by itself. 
It is only of those Leaders that we can 
inquire when we require to know the 
wishes and decisions of the Party as a 
whole. The honourable Member speaks 
of the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouth as a single 
individual. Is that the opinion of the 
vast majority of the Liberal Party? Has 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouth no more 
authority in this House, and upon that 
side of the House, than the honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Northampton 
or the honourable Member who has just 
addressed us? He has less authority than 
the latter, because the honourable 
Gentleman has just explained that he 
represents the majority of his Party. 


Mr. ROBSON: I hope I may be 
allowed to interrupt for one moment, and 
point out that thee is a distinction, 
although the right honourable Gentle- 
man may not observe it, between repre- 
senting a majority and being one of a 
majority. May I ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman, if he quotes my observa- 
tion, to do so with at least some approach 
to accuracy ! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: I make allowances 
for the honourable Gentleman. He 
represents that he is one of a vast 
majority ; he means that he represents 
their opinions, he expresses the opinions 
of the majority of those who think with 
him; but then, by the force of his argu- 
ment, the right honourable Gentleman 
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the Member for West Monmouth does 
not share the opinions of the vast 
majority of the Party. Sir, the usual 
course in this House—at least ever since 
I have been a Member of it—has been, in 
regard to votes of censure, to accept as 
the opinion of the Opposition the opinion 
of the Leader of their Party. We are 
still prepared to do that. Might I sug- 
gest to honourable Members opposite 
that in the course of the Recess they 
should settle who the Leader of their 
Party is? When they have decided 
whether the Leader is the right honour- 
able Member for West Monmouth, or 
the honourable Member opposite, we will 
give them an answer. 


Questions on 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I think, 
Sir, that a great deal of unnecessary heat 
has been thrown into this discussion. 
The simple point at which we desire to 
arrive is, whether the Government are 
going to withdraw the promise that we 
should have the first Friday after the 
Whitsuntide Recess, which I understand 
was formally made for the purposes of 
this discussion. I believe that there is 
no question at all raised that the first 
Friday should be given up. That has 
not been touched upon hitherto. When 
the right honourable Gentleman was in 
his place yesterday he certainly said that, 
if there was a general expression of 
opinion upon the subject of the foreign 
policy of the Government, the dis- 
cussion should be taken upon a con- 
venient date, and we understood yester- 
day that it was formally settled that the 
first Friday after the Whitsuntide recess 
would be given for the discussion of this 
question. What I should like to ask the 
Government under the circumstances is, 
whether they mean to withdraw that 
promise. There seems to be a great 
reluctance upon the part of the Govern- 
ment to give the House an opportunity 
of discussing the speech of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary. 

Secretary of State for the Colonies. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Toa CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: I do not wish to be mis- 
understood. I adhere to every word I 
uttered yesterday. I did not make any 
definite promise. Speaking, as I was 
obliged to speak, by the authority of my 
right honourable Friend the Leader of 
the House, I said that if there was an 
expression of a general desire that Friday, 
the 10th of June, should be devoted to 
the consideration and discussion of the 
Foreign Office Vote, my right honour- 
able Friend would consider that desire 
favourably. I cannot go further than 
that, and I do not mean to go further. 


Motion for Adjournment. 


Mr. LOUGH: When the right honour- 
able Gentleman made that offer there 
was @ universal cry of “hear, hear”; no 
one protested against it, and everybody 
in this House believed the matter was 
settled. I am sorry that the promise 
should now be withdrawn. I cannot 
help saying that when the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
rose we thought he was going to throw 
some light upon his speech. He did 
nothing of the kind, he goaded and 
taunted my honourable Friend here, with 
the tenor of whose remarks we are per- 
fectly in accord. We do not wish to raise 
the question of the Leadership at all, but I 
may say this, that there are a great many 
honourable Members upon this side of 
the House, a great majority of the honour- 
able Members upon this side, who would 
like to have an opportunity of discussing 
this question. But the Government, 
having yesterday promised us the oppor- 
tunity, tell us to-day that they have with- 
drawn their promise. I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether he will 
allow us to part to-night without giving 
us some intimation as to when we shall 
have an opportunity of discussing the 
Foreign policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. 


Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at 12.25 until 6th June. 
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within the Riding: Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


Funeral. 


THE LATE RIGHT HON. W. E. 
GLADSTONE. 


The House adjourned during pleasure 


| in order to proceed to the Collegiate 


| Church of St. Peter’s, Westminster, to 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
Woolsack at Ten of the 


seat on the 


clock. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND 
1898.99). 
memorandum by the 
Secretary of State for India. 


ESTIMATES, 


Explanatory 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 
Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consu- 
lar Reports on Trade and Finance: 


No. 2104. Germany (Hamburg) ; 


No. 2105. Greece (Ionian Islands) ; 


Presented (by command), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (WEST RIDING 
OF THE COUNTY OF YORK). 
Orders made by the County Council of 
the West Riding of Yorkshire, constitut- | 
ing polling districts and polling places | 


VOL. LVIII. [FourrH Serius. ] 


| attend the funeral of the late Right 


Honourable William Ewart Gladstone. 


House adjourned at 12.45. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Saturday, 28th May 1898. 


FUNERAL OF THE RIGHT HON. W. E. 
GLADSTONE. 


This being the day on which the House 
had resolved to attend the funeral of the 
Right Honourable William Ewart Glad- 
stone in Westminster Abbey, Mr. Speaker 
and the Members assembled in the 
House and proceeded thence, through the 
Hall, to Westminster Abbey, and there 
attended the Funeral Service. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 6th June 1898. 
Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 


Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


EAST HAM IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTHWARK AND VAUXHALL WATER 
BILL. 


(Jueen’s consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed, 


USK VALLEY RAILWAY BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


FOREIGN BONDHOLDERS CORPORA- 
TION BILL. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


LONDON BUILDING ACT (1894) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


LONDON, TILBURY AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


VOL. LVIII. 


[Fourru Seruzs.] 


{6 Junz 1898} 





Order Bills. 


BLACKPOOL AND FLEETWOOD 
TRAMROAD (TRAMWAY EXTENSIONS) 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the second time, and committed. 
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NORTHERN AND CITY 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read the second time, and committed. 


GREAT 


GREAT NORTH OF SCOTLAND 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the second time, and committed. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the second time, and committed. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY (WEST RIDING 
LINES) BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the second time, and committed. 


NEWHAVEN HARBOUR AND OUSE 
LOWER NAVIGATION BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the second time, and committed. 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the second time, and committed. 


SHERINGHAM AND BEESTON 
PROTECTION BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the second time, and committed. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
2F 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 


PETITIONS. 


ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
BILL. 
In favour: From Wiltshire; to lie 
upon the Table. 


BOILERS’ INSPECTION AND REGIS- 
TRATION (Nos. 1 anp 2) BILLS. 
Against: From Greenock ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: From Bol- 
ton, Ashton-under-Lyne, and Clifton ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
In favour: From Greenock ; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


FEMALE SLAVERY IN ZANZIBAR. 
For abolition: From Clifton; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 


In favour: From Dumfries, Sanquhar, 
Grantully, and Brechin; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


For alteration: From Walsall and 
Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
In favour: From Fraserburgh ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA.- 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Greenock ; 


Against: From to lie 


upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Inverness, Greenock, 


and East Aberdeenshire ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Against: From Norwich; to lie upon 
the Table. 


In favour: From Kendal, Walsall, 
Holyhead, Sunderland, Blackburn, Plum- 
stead, Woolwich, Liverpool (2), Coventry 
(8), Eastgate, Southend (6), Hartlepool, 
Cheltenham, Wheal Frances, North 
Finchley, Battersea, Clapham, Preston 
(2), Deepdale, Barry, Freckleton, Lostock 
Hall, Darlington, Ledbury, Pinxton, 
Lemington-on-Tyne, Durham County, 
Colesford, Minster-in-Sheppey, Bradford, 
Hyson Green, Rotherhithe, Kimberley, 
Preston, Clifton, Guestling, Bayswater, 
Fairlight, Winchester, and Stepney; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN, 
For alteration of Law: From Bristol; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT (1879) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


In favour: From the Association of 
School Boards (England and Wales) ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION (METROPOLIS) 
BILL. 
In favour: From Lewisham and South- 
wark ; to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 
Against: From Bristol; to lie upon 
the Table. 


For alteration: From Wem; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 

The following Papers presented by 
Command of Her Majesty during the 
Whitsuntide Recess, were delivered to 
the Librarian of the House of Commons 
during the Recess, pursuant to the Stand- 
ing Order of the 14th August, 1896 :— 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2104 to 
2111. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 
Copy of Diplomatic and Consular Re- 
ports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 459. 


{6 Jun 1898} 


Reports, etc. 


EAST INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND 
ESTIMATES, 1898-99). 
Copy of Explanatory Memorandum by 
the Secretary of State for India. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy of Report No. 229 (Gambia, 
Annual Report for 1897). 


COLONIAL REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS). 

Copy of Report No. 10 (Virgin Islands, 
Report on the condition of the Islands 
during 1897). 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented of Agricultural Statis- 
tics of Ireland, with detailed Report on 
Agriculture, for the year 1897 [by com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 
88, of Session 1898) [ordered 5th May ; 
Mr. William Fiend to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 219.] 


COUNTY TREASURERS’ FEE FUND 
(IRELAND). 
Account presented for the year ended 
25th March, 1898 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ROYAL O3SERVATORY (EDINBURGH) 
Copy p.esented of Eighth Annual 
Report of the Astronomer Royal for 


Scotland [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS. 


Copy presented of Report of the Crof- 
ters’ Commission, being for the year 1897 





[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
2F 2 















Returns, 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING. 
Copy presented of Annual Statement 
of Navigation and Shipping of the 
United Kingdom for the year 1897 [by 

Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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RULE OF THE ROAD AT SEA. 

Copy presented of Reports of a Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Trade 
to consider (1) the lights and signals to 
be carried by fishing vessels ; (2) the ex- 
pediency of requiring all ships to keep 
out of the way of steam fishing vessels ; 
(3) the lights to be carried by steam 
pilot vessels. With Minutes of Evidence, 
appendix, and index [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account presented of the Receipts and 
Expenditure under the Seamen’s Fund 
Winding-up Act from Ist January to 31st 
December, 1897 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 220.] 


NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 

Copy presented of Forty-first Annual 
Report of the Trustees of the National 
Portrait Gallery (1898) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 

Copy presented of Treasury Minute, 
dated 20th May, 1898, granting a retired 
allowance under the Act, to Mr. Francis 
H. Miller, late superintendent and 
victualling storekeeper at Deptford, 
under the Board of Admiralty [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEER CORPS). 
Copy presented of Annual Return for 
the year 1897 [by Command]: to lie 
upon the Table. 
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ARMY (PAY, NON-EFFECTIVE PAY, 
AND ALLOWANCES). 

Copy presented of List of Exceptions 
to the Army Regulations sanctioned dur- 
ing the year ended 31st March, 1898 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Reports, ete. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND TRAVERS” 
FOUNDATION. 

Copy presented of Statement of the 
estimated Income and Expenditure of 
Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ 
Foundation for the year 1898-9 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 221.] 


TURKEY (No. 3, 1898). 

Copy presented of further correspon- 
dence respecting the affairs of Crete (in 
continuation of Turkey, Nos. 11 and 12, 
1897) [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASE) 
(No. 1, 1898). 

Copy presented of Memorial addressed 
to the Secretary of State for India on 
the subject of the measures recently 
adopted for dealing with Contagious 
Disease in the Indian Army [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON). 

Further Return relative thereto [or- 
dered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis 
Stevenson]; to be printed. [No. 22% 


EAST INDIA (LOAN). 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the Secretary of State for India in Coun- 
cil to raise money in the United King- 
dom for the service of the Government 
of India, on the security of the Revenues 
‘of India (Queen’s Recommendation signi- 
fied), to-morrow.—/ Secretary Lord 
George Hamilton.) 
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QUESTIONS. 


CHEST MEASUREMENT OF ARMY 
RECRUITS. 

Sm C. DILKE (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War why 
there has been omitted from the annual 
Reports of the Army Medical Depart- 
1895 and 1896 the average 
chest measurement of the total number 
of recruits approved in the year, always 
given in previous years; and whether 


ment for 


the missing statement for the two years 
in question can be supplied? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Jonn Bropricx, 
Surrey, Guildford) : The Returns hitherto 
rendered chest measurements 
exceeding 35 inches in one group, as 


showed 


measurements above 35 inches, without 
giving details, and in calculating the 
average these have been taken as being 
all 35 inches. This does not represent 
the true average, and an alteration has 
been made so as to approximate to it 
more nearly. The Report for 1897 will 
average calculated in this 
manner. The averages for 1895 and 
1896 worked out on a basis similar to 
previous calculations were in each year 
33.7 inches, as compared with 33.6 inches 
in 1893 and 1894. 


show an 


THE BALLINAHINCH DISTURBANCE. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
investigated the riots caused by Orange- 
men at Ballinahinch on the 12th May 
last, in which the houses of Roman 
Catholics were attacked and injured; 
whether he has found that Mr. Campbell, 
J.P., was with the attacking party, and 
subsequently sat on the bench at petty 
Sessions where the cases were brought 


{6 Junz 1898} 
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for trial; and whether he can state the 
result of his investigations, and what 
action, if any, the Crown will take? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE 
LAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, N.): 
My right honourable Friend has already, 
in answer to two previous questions, 
detailed at some length the circumstances 
connected with the disturbances at 
Ballinahinch on the date mentioned. It 
is the fact that Mr. Campbell sat on the 
bench at petty sessions when the cases 
arising out of the disturbances were 
brought up for investigation, but the 
most careful inquiry made by the police 
has failed to substantiate the allegation 
that he was with the attacking party on 
the 12th May. As already stated, pro- 
ceedings were at once instituted by the 
Crown against a number of persons for 
riot on the occasion ; informations have 
been refused by the magistrates against 
two of the defendants, and the cases 


against nine other defendants have been 
adjourned until Monday next. 


ALL-BRITISH ROUTE TO THE FAR 
EAST. 

Sm G. BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether, 
with a view to strengthening our com- 
mercial position in China and securing 
an alternative and direct all-British 
route for mails, passengers, and light 
goods to the Far East, any steps have 
been taken to improve existing com- 
munications vid Canada, and especially 
to institute a regular weekly mail by 
that route? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansory, 
Preston): Under a contract with the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 
which came into effect some seven years 
ago, it was arranged that there should 
be a mail service once in four weeks 
between the United Kingdom and China 
through Canada, but the company, while 










Electric Tramways 
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performing the stipulated service onc? 
in four weeks in winter, have been in the 
habit of affording a service once in threes 
weeks in summer. The expense involved 
is very large as compared with te 
amount of correspondence conveyed, and 
further heavy expenditure has been 
authorised with the view of improving 
the communication between this country 
and Canada; but even when such 
improvement may be effected the western 
route could only be advantageous to the 
northern parts of China, while to Hong- 
kong the time occupied in transit 
through Canada would actually be longer 
than that taken by the Suez Canal route. 
As an alternative route, that through 
Canada is of course very valuable; but 
the Postmaster General does not think 
that the large additional outlay which 
would undoubtedly attend the institution 
of a weekly service by that route would 
be warranted. 


THE LEISLIP SCHOOLMISTRESS. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Ibeg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the suit of O’Sullivan v. Hunt, 
tried before the Lord Chief Baron and 
& special jury at Dublin on the 20th 
instant, in which the plaintiff, who was 
head mistress of the Leislip National 
School for 28 years, got a verdict of 
£221 10s. for wrongful dismissal and 
slander against the Very Reverend Canon 
Hunt, P.P., manager of the said school ; 
is he aware that Mrs. O’Sullivan was dis- 
missed at a moment’s notice without any 
justifiable complaint against her as a 
teacher, and thus deprived of her means 
of living and the opportunity of com- 
pleting the three years’ time qualifica- 
tion to entitle her to the maximum 
retiring pension ; whether, in view of the 
very high certificates as a teacher which 
Mrs. O’Sullivan holds, and all the circum- 
stances of the case, he will see that the 
Board of National Education will allow 
her the full pension to which, but for 
this illegal dismissal, she would have 
become entitled in a few years; whether, 
under the rules of the Board of National 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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Education in Ireland, managers have 
this power of dismissing teachers without 
any right of appeal; if so, whether he 
proposes to make any change in the 
system for the protection of teachers 
against the exercise of that power! 





at Brighton. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. Gsraup 
Baurour): I have been informed that. 
some negotiations have taken place witha 
view tothe reinstatement of Mrs. O’Sulli- 
van in the position she hitherto occupied, 
and I would ask the honourable 
Member to repeat his Question on Thurs- 
day, when the Chief Secretary will 
probably be in a position to give a fuller 
reply. 


ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS AT BRIGHTON. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether the electric tramway 
from the Aquarium to Preston Place 
Groyne, Brighton, was constructed with. 
out an Act of Parliament cr sanction of 
the Board of Trade along the frontage to 
the seashore; by whese authority the 
Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore Elec 
tric Company have, in contravention of 
their Act of Parliament (56 and 57 Vic., 
cap. 158, called the Brighton and Rot- 
tingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad Act, 
1893), erected works than four 
inches above the surface, prohibited by 
section 32, sub-section (6), of that Act, 
and have constructed overhead wires pro- 


more 


hibited by the same section 32, sub-sec- 
tion (6); and whether the Board of 


Trade will take steps to protect the 
public and boatmen of Brighton from 
accidents in the enjoyment of their right 
to the use of the seashore} 


Tue PRESIDENT or tur BOARD o7 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircnre, Croydon): 
The electric railway from the Aquarium 
to Preston Place Groyne at Brighton was, 
I understand, constructed on land be- 
longing to the Corporation of Brighton 
without any Act of Parliament. As the 
railway was above high water mark, the 
sanction of the Board of Trade was not 
necessary, and the Board have no juris- 
diction over the railway. As regards the 
Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore Elec- 
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tric Tramroad, the provisions of the Act 
referred to by the honourable Member 
are made binding on the tramroad com- 
pany, unless otherwise agreed betwe2n 
the company and the corporation of 
Brighton, who are the owners of the fore. 
shore on which the tramroad is con- 
structed ; the consent of the Board of 
Trade was given to the construction of 
the works below high water mark, in- 
cluding the poles for the overhead wires, 
plans of which had been agreed upon 
between the company and the eorpora- 
tion. I am not aware that the public and 
boatmen are exposed to any danger. [i 
my honourable Friend will specify more 
particularly to what he alludes, I will 
inquire into the matter, but I do not 
think the Board of Trade have any power 
in connection with it. 


ARREST AT CANDIA OF SERVANT OF 
BRITISH SUBJECT. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea Dis 
trict): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether one 
Herakles, the servant and muleteer of a 
British subject, was, on or about the 10th 
May, arrested by the Turkish authorities 
at Candia on the ground that he had 
no pass or permit, though Sir Herbert 
Chermside had permitted the said 
Herakles to enter Candia, and told hin 
to report himself to the police, and to 
say that he (Sir Herbert Chermside) had 
sent him; whether the said Herakles 
was kept in a noisome den foul from 
ordure for some 36 hours; whether a 
telegram addressed to the British sul» 
ject in question, on behalf of his servant, 
to the French commandant at Sitia, was 
suppressed ; and, if so, by whom, and 
under what authority; what is Sir Her- 
bert Chermside’s position in regard to 
the Turkish authorities at Candia; and 
whether he will state the terms of the 
instructions given to that officer? 


Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport): Her Majesty’s 
Consul in Crete telegraphed on the 27th 
ultimo that he was forwarding by post a 
Report containing satisfactory explana- 
tions on the inrident referred to in this 
question, but the dispatch has not yet 
arrived. 


{6 June 1898} 
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CANDIA. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, about the 12th May, the 
Turkish commander at Candia occupied 
three positions in advance of those pre- 
viously held by the Turks on the Chris- 
tian border ; whether one of these posi- 
tions directly menaces the village of 
Kani Kasteli, the defence of which has 
been one of the principal objects of the 
Cretan insurgents; and whether Sir H. 
Chermside knew of and acquiesced in 
these movements of Turkish troops? 


Mr. CURZON: An extension of the 
cordon outside Candia has recently taken: 
place by common agreement between Sir 
Herbert Chermside, the Turkish authori- 
ties, and the Christian leaders, with the 
sanction of the admirals. Under this 
agreement the whole of the Turkish irre 
gulara who had been the cause of the 
friction on the cordon were withdrawn 
within the town, and five new outposts 
were occupied, three by British and two 
by Turkish regular troops. Neither of 
the lattes dominate the village of Kani 
Kasteli. Indeed, there is a distance 
of nearly two miles between the extreme 
Turkish position and the nearest Chris- 
tian village. Not only did Sir Herbert 
Chermside know of and acquiesce in these 
movements, but they originated with him, 
and he further explained them in the 
presencs of Her Majesty’s Consul and the 
British naval commander to the Chris- 
tian chiefs at Archanes, by whom they 
were accepted. There was subsequently 
some misrepresentation of what had oc. 
curred, but according to the latest report, 
dated May 27th, this has been removed, 
and the Christians round Candia are per- 
fectly satisfied with the new arrange- 
ment and do not wish it altered. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: Can the 
right honourable Gentleman inform the 
House what instructions were given to 
Sir Herbert Chermside? 

Mr. CURZON: With reference to 
what, Sir? 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: With refer- 
ence to both topics suggested by the 
Question 

Mr. CURZON: I am not aware that 
any particular instructions were given 
with regard to either. 
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Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: What is the 
position of Sir Herbert Chermside? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Steam Trawlers and the 


BRITISH ENTERPRISE IN NEW GUINEA 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he has received an 
application from a British syndicate for 
the concession of a large tract of terri- 
tory in New Guinea ; whether he can state 
the actual area applied for and the pur- 
poses for which it is sought; and whether 
he has arrived at a final decision in the 
matter; and, if not, whether he will 
consult the Australian Governments that 
provide the funds for the administration 
of British New Guinea, and ascertain 
their views on the proposal! 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror tuz 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamBer.ary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): An application for a con- 
cession in British New Guinea was made 
to me last year on behalf of a British 
syndicate, and the promoters were re- 
ferred by me to Sir Hugh Nelson, the 
Prime Minister of Queensland, who was 
then in this country, as the Government 
of that Colony is primarily responsible 
for the administration of New Guinea. 
Two gentlemen deputed by the syndicate 
proceeded with him on his return to 
Queensland to discuss the matter with 
the Government of that Colony and the 
Lieutenant Governor of British New 
Guinea. An agreement giving the syndi- 
cate an option to purchase suitable lands 
to the extent of 250,000 acres for the 
purpose of cultivation of rubber and 
other products, or for mining, was con- 
cluded after full discussion at Brisbane, 
and on its being submitted to me with 
the draft of an Ordinance of the Legis- 
lature of New Guinea to give effect to 
it, I intimated to the promoters and to 
the Government of Queensland that, sub- 
ject to certain modifications required to 
protect the Government of British New 
Guinea, I should be prepared, on receiv- 
ing an Ordinance passed by the local 
legislature, with the Amendments 
required, to advise Her Majesty not to 
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disallow it. The syndicate have agreed 
to my conditions, and if and when I 
receive the amended Ordinance it will 
be my duty to submit it for Her Majesty’s 
pleasura as promised. It is for the 
Government of Queensland, not for me, 
to consult the Governments of the other 
contributing Colonies on matters affect- 
ing the administration of British New 
Guinea. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : I should 
like to ask whether this reply will be 
reported in full in the newspapers, 
because we have not heard a word? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror taz 
COLONIES: Yes, Sir. But it is a very 
long one. 


STEAM TRAWLERS AND THE RULES 
OF NAVIGATION. 

Mr. DOUGHTY (Great Grimsby): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he has received a copy 
of a resolution passed at a conference of 
representatives of the sea fishing indus- 
try on the 3lst March, held at Fish- 
mongers’ Hall, urging that steam fishing 
vessels with their gears down should not 
be regarded as free to act and manceuvre 
in the same manner as vessels under 
steam and without encumbrance; and 
whether, having regard to the loss of 
lives and property annually occurring 
among fishermen and others whilst con- 
ducting fishing operations in the North 
Sea, and elsewhere, and to the fact of 
the impossibility of navigating a trawler 
under such circumstances with the same 
facility as ocean-going steamers or vessels 
running free, he will undertake to pro 
vide for the exemption of such steamers 
from having to give way to other vessels? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE: Yes, Sir. The resolution to 
which the honourable Member refers was 


received and acknowledged by the 
Board of Trade in April last. The sub- 


ject referred to has for some time been 
under consideration by a Committee, of 
which the honourable and learned Mem- 
ber for the Holborn Division was Chair- 
man. This Committee has now sent in 
its Report, which will be presented to 
Parliament, and which will receive my 
careful consideration. 
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THE BEHRING SEA ARBITRATION. 
Sm G. BADEN-POWELL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he can give 
any further information as to the Bill 


introduced into Congress of the United: 
tw) 


States of America for the appropriation 
of the moneys necessary to pay to the 
Canadian sealers the damage 23 awarded 
by the Joint Commission appointed under 
the terms of the Paris Arbitration? 


Mr. CURZON: We have received no 
further information as to the progress of 
the Bill now before Congress, but have: 
no reason to suppose that there will be 
any unnecessary delay in the matter. 


UNITED STATES WAR REVENUE BILL 

Sm GEORGE BADEN-POWELL: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can give 
any further information as to the aban- 
donment of the clause in the War 
Revenue Bill before the Congress of the 
United States which imposes extra and 
heavy tonnage dues on vessels visiting 
American ports? 


Mr. CURZON: No further informa- 
tion as to the abandonment of the clause 
in question has been received beyond 
that which I communicated to the House 
at its last sitting. The clause has, as 
I then stated, been expunged in the Bill 
as presented by the Senate Committee. 


SECONDARY EDUCATION. 

Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can now state whether a Bill 
for the organisation of secondary educa- 
tion will be introduced in the course of 
the present Session ! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tuz TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrovr, Manchester, E.): 


I understand that my noble Friend the 
Lord President of the Council will, in 
conformity with the words of the Queen’s 
Speech, introduce a Bill on this subject 
in another place. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS NEWS ROOM. 


Mr. LEWIS: I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he can 
meke arrangements for a more adequate 
supply of British and Colonial news- 
papers in the News Room? 


Water Companies. 


Toe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Axers-Dove.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): This matter does not 
come within my _ jurisdiction. My 


honourable Friend should appeal to the 
Serjeant-at-Arms on the subject. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT. 

Mr. PHILLIPS (Pembroke): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury when 
the Government will introduce their Bill 
to amend the Agricultural Holdings Act? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am afraid I cannot give the 
honourable Gentleman any assurance on 
this subject. 


LONDON WATER COMPANIES. 


Sir FREDERICK DIXON-HARTLAND 
(Middlesex, Uxbridge): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that where the 
London water companies make new reser- 
voirs by the permission of this House 
they claim tho right to have the land 
they have taken for such purpose rated 
at one-fourth of the ordinary assessment, 
on the ground that it is land covered 
by water, and therefore the parishes in 
which such reservoirs are situated are in 
reality deprived of three-quarters of their 
rates ; and whether he would insist that 
a clause should in future be inserted in 
any other Bill preserving the rights of 
the local authorities! 


Tae PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHap.in, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): Land covered 
with water is, under the Public Health 
Act, 1875, in the case of a general dis- 
trict rate in an urban district and a 
rate for special expenses in a rural dis- 
trict, only liable to be assessed in the 
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proportion of one-fourth of the rateable 
value. If a reservoir of a water company 
is land covered with water within the 
meaning of the Act referred to, and I 
understand this question is to be the 
subject of an appeal to the Court of 
Appeal, the partial exemption is not the 
effect of any special provision in the 
Acts of water companies, but’ of the 
general law. If an alteration of the law 
is to be made, it should, I think, be by 
general legislation, and I cannot under- 
take to interpose with regard to the Bills 
of the companies as suggested. 


Business of the House 


Sm F. DIXON-HARTLAND: I beg to 
give notice that in any future Bill the 
water companies introduce I shall seek 
to introduce a clause to ensure that there 
shall be no diminution of the rights of 
local authorities. 


ORDER OF PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
Srr. W. HARCOURT (Monmouth, W.) : 
I would ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury if he can inform the House 
generally as to what the business will be 
this week; and especially will he fix 
Friday next for the Foreign Office Vote? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I will answer the general ques- 
tion put by the right honourable Gentle 
man as completely as I can, and as far 
as I am in a position to do so. I hope 
that we shall make some progress 
to-night with the Bills cn the Paper, 
but I do not propose to take the Benefices 
Bill. To-morrow will be devoted to the 
Indian Loans Bill of my noble Friend 
the Secretary of State for India. Wednes- 
day, if the Motion which it will be my 
duty to propose is carried, will be 
reserved for Private Members’ Bills. I 
cannot say for certain what the business 
for Thursday will be, but I will give a 
positive answer to-morrow. As _ for 
Friday, I shall be happy to meet the 
wishes expressed by the right honourable 
Gentleman, and to arrange that the 
Supply taken shall be the Foreign Office 
Vote. It will perhaps be undesirable to 
make a forecast as to the course of 
business for next week, but I shall be 
prepared to do so either to-morrow or 
Thursday. 


President of Local Government Board. 


{COMMONS} 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERN. 
MENT BUSINESS). 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
I beg to move the Motion which stands 
in my name— 


(Government Business ). 


“That for the remainder of the Session 
Government business do have precedence on 
Tuesday and Wednesday (except on Wednes- 
days, the 8th and 15th of June), and that the 
provisions of Standing Order 56 be extended 
to all the days of the week.” 


In moving this it will be observed by 
the House that the Motion excludes the 
two following Wednesdays; that is in 
order that those private Members who 
have been successful in making progress 
with their own Bills shall have a chance 
of getting them through this House, and 
possibly of passing them into law. But 
as regards Tuesdays I think that the 
House will possibly feel that it is for the 
general convenience that Tuesdays shall 
be assigned for the discussion of Govern- 
ment Measures. I am not in a position 
to make, and I do not suppose I shall be 
expected to make, any forecast of the 
Government work which still has to be 
got through before the Session termi- 
nates ; but this assurance I may give tothe 
House: that no Bill not yet introduced 
which seems likely to deal with grave or 
controversial matters will be 
pressed upon it. There are Bills to be 
introduced which I hope will be passed, 
such as the Measure which has been 
debated on both sides of the House—I 
mean the Teachers’ Superannuation Bill 
—hbut cther Measures which we may 
think it desirable to introduce, and to 
brine before the attention of the House 
in a competent shape, will not be pro 
ceeded with if it should appear likely 
that they will be the cause of provoking 


serlous 


any embittered Parliamentary  con- 
troversy. I hope that this general state- 
ment will be sufficient to reassure the 


Members of the House as to the length of 
time that they will be kept sitting. If 
we are to rise at a date not later than the 
date at which we rose last year I think 
it will be for the general convenience and 
advantage that Tuesdays and Wednes- 
days should be taken for the purposes of 
Government discussion. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): 
The right honourable Gentleman has, 

















as, 
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as I think will be admitted, acted 
strictly in accordance with prece- 
dent in making this Motion to-day, but 
I think it has been customary on previous 
occasions for the Minister making such a 
Motion to give us more information than 
the right honourable Gentleman has seen 
his way to dcing on the present occa 
sion. At this period of the Session I 
think it is reasonable that the House 
should have scme definite declaration 
from the Leader of the House as to the 
Measures which are going to be proceeded 
with and the Measures that are going to 
be dropped. The right honourable 
Gentleman has given us no notion what- 
ever as to the Bills which are to be 
abandoned, and yet, at the present time, 
I think I am correct in saying that there 
are no fewer than 18 Bills supported by 
the Government before the House, and, 
as I am reminded, most of them are very 
important Bills indeed. Therefore, Sir, 
surely it is not only in the interests of 


the House generally, but it is in the 


interests cf the Government itself, in 
order to facilitate the progress cf their 
own Bills, that they should tell the House 
which Bills are to be proceeded with and 
which an2 to be abandoned. For instance, 
what are the intentions of the Govern- 
ment with regard to the Bill for the 
creation of municipelities in London? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tus TREA- 
SURY: That is not yet introduced. 


Mr. DALZIEL: The right henourable 
Gentieman says it is not yet introduced. 
But is it going to be introduced! That 
is surely a point upon which we are 
entitled to get some information. It is 
@ point upon which a most important 
election in London turned. It is a 
subject to which the Prime Minister him- 
self attached the greatest importance, 
and all the leading Members of the 
Administration told us that this was one 
of the great reforms they were going to 
bring forward in the interests of the 
people of London. Has that Bill been 
abandoned? I hope that before this 
Debate closes to-day the right honour- 
able Gentleman will give us a little in- 
formation upon that point. Then there 
is the Bill known as the Aliens Bill. I 
should very much like to know what the 
intentions of the Government are with 
regard to that Bill. 


~ 


} 
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when the present Government was in 
Opposition how active the present Prime 
Minister was in introducing a Measure 
dealing with this question. He gave the 
country the impression that at the very 
first opportunity he would bring forward 
this Bill. I would seriously advise the 
Government, in the interests of the busi- 
ness of the House generally, that they 
should indicate that that Bill is aban- 
doned. Then there is the Benefices Bill. 
The right honourable Gentleman knows 
perfectly well that that Bill will be 
opposed very strongly from this side of 
the House, and I think we are entitled 
to know what are the intentions of the 
Government with regard to that Bill. I 
would further remind the right honour- 
able Gentleman that in the Queen’s 
Speech there were mentioned a very large 
number of Bills cf which we have heard 
absolutely nothing at the present time. 
I must say that the Speech of Her Majesty 
at the commencement of the Session did 
not hold fcrth so many promises as we 
have been accustomed to, but, short as 
the Speech was, it contained a very large 
number cf Bills which have not yet been 
mentioned to the House. Are any of 
those Bills to be jorthcoming, including 
as they do 8 or 10 Bills which we 
were told it was the intention of the 
Government to carry into law? Before 
I sit down I should like to ask also 
whether we are going to have any of 
this labour legislation, of which we heard 
so much at the General Election, but of 
which we have heard so little since? I 
do not see the honourable Member for 
West Birmingham here. I hoped he 
would have been, so that he could have 
told us about old age pensions, because 
we are all anxious to know when the agri- 
cultural labourer is to get old age pen- 
sions. The Committee has been sitting 
some time upon that subject, and we 
should like to know whether it intended 
to make a Report, and, if so, when that 
Report is to be presented to the House, 
and when it is presented if it is to be 
acted upon, or whether the question is to 
be indefinitely shelved. Here we are 
practically at the end of the Session, and 
another year has gone by without any 
one Bill of importance in the interests 
of labour, of which the Government were 
such staunch supporters at the time of 
the General Election. I hope that before 
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this Debate closes the right honourable 
Gentleman will give us a little more in- 
formation, first about the Bills which I 
have mentioned, and secondly whether or 
not it is the intention of the Government 
to ask the House to sit until the Bills 
have been passed, and thirdly, whether 
he will tell us the names of the Bills 
which it is intended to abandon? 


CommannER BETHELL (York, E.R., 
Holderness): I cannot but regret that 
greater efforts have not been made by 
the Government to bring the House of 
Commons back to the better condition it 
was in when [ first entered it. Its con- 
dition then was much better, because 
private Members were tolerably secure 
in having opportunities of suggesting 
Resolutions to the House, and for initiat- 
ing legislation—opportunities which have 
been substantially altogether lost during 
the last few years. I know it is said that 
the pressure of the Government business 
is so great that the Government must 
take the time of the private Members. 
But I do not believe that the House of 
Commons benefits so much by passing 
legislation suggested by the Government 
as it benefits by private Members having 
opportunities for initiating legislation 
or submitting Resolutions. It strikes 
me that by doing as we are 
now doing we materially  deterio- 
rate the character of the House. 
This is a very favourable opportunity 
for expressing the hope that next Session 
my right honourable Friend will see his 
way to endeavour to restore some of the 
independence of the House of Commons, 
which successive Governments for the 
last few years have been so anxious to 
take away. I am quite convinced that 
many Members, when this Parliament 
assembled, expected that our older 
privileges would be restored, and I am 
equally convinced that those Members 
deeply regret that that has not been 
done. Personally I do not think that 
business has been working quite so satis- 
factorily as was anticipated, and I there- 
fore venture again to express the hope 
that during the next Session of Parlia- 
ment something will be done in the way 
of reverting to the older, and, in my 
opinion, better state of things. 


*Sm W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): The right honourable Gentle- 
Mr. Daiziel. 


{COMMONS} 
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man has mentioned one Bill which 
I hope he will proceed with, which 
is the Schoolmasters’ Superannuation 
Bill, because I know there is a 
desire on both sides of the House 
that a Measure of that kind should 
be passed into law. I am _ myself 
very much inclined to support the inter- 
rogatories of my honourable Friend the 
Member for Kirkcaldy with reference to 
certain Measures the future of which 
this House will be glad to hear something 
of. There is another Bill which he did 
not mention, which is looked upon with 
the greatest interest on both sides of 
the House, and that is the Measure pro- 
mised in the Queen’s Speech with refer- 
ence to the Amendment of the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act. We know that two 
years ago one Measure was passed hay- 
ing reference to the agricultural inte 
rest, but the Report of the Agricultural 
Commission dealt largely with the 
recommendation, in the interests of the 
tenant farmers of England, of an 
Amendment to the Agricultural Hold- 
ings Bill, and I am sure that on this 
side of the House there is a very general 
desire to see a Measure:of that kind 
introduced, and I have no doubt the same 
desire also exists amongst honourable 
Members opposite. I must ask one ques- 
tion about the Indian Loan Bill, which 
has been mentioned as being brought 
forward to-morrow. There is an impres- 
sion that the noble Lord the Secretary 
of State for India held out some indica- 
tion that he would bring in the Indian 
Budget to-morrow, but I do not think 
that will be a convenient course to 
adopt, because Members of this House, 
as the noble Lord is aware, have been in 
the habit of putting down Notices of 
Motions on matters which they desire 
to discuss upon the Indian Budget; 
therefore I should be glad to hear that 
it is not intended to introduce the Indian 
Budget to-morrow. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Grorce Hamitron, Middle 
sex, Ealing): I propose to introduce the 
Indian Loan Bill to-morrow, and in doing 
so it will be necessary for me to state 
generally the condition of Indian finance. 
I propose, however, to move the usual 
Resolution, independent of this loan, in 
connection with Indian finance, and that 
will give honourable Gentlemen an 
opportunity of raising any question 
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they think fit upon finance, or in con- 
nection with the Government of India 
generally. To-morrow the discussion 
will be purely financial, but subse- 
quently, towards the end of the Session, 
I shall move the usual Resolution, which 
will give honourable Members an oppor- 
tunity, as I have already stated, of dis- 
cussing Indian affairs generally. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
The First Lord of the Treasury, in 
moving this Motion, used these words: 
“that no Bill not as yet introduced 
into this House which is of a contro- 
versial character, and which would be 
likely to be seriously resisted in any 
part of the House, would be pressed 
through the present Session.” That, I 
think, is perfectly clear, but I should like 
to know whether that applies to the 
very important Bills which have been 
introduced in another place, and which 
have not yet reached this House. I 
refer more particularly to two Bills to 
which I attach great importance. One 
is the Companies Bill, which is a Bill 
of great value to the commercial inte- 
rests of this country, and the other is 
the Bill relating to the University of 
London, which I think would be a most 
important contribution of this Session 
to the educational requirements of this 
country. I know that there are honour- 
able Members on this side of the House 
who are not supporters of this Bill ; but 
I am a supporter of it, and I should be 
very glad to see it passed through the 
House of Lords and brought forward in 
this House during the present Session. 
I do not wish to take this very easy 
opportunity of referring to the claims 
naturally made by all Governments 
upon the time of private Members. I 
think now that the time of private Mem- 
bers should be given to the Government, 
but I do think that this is a proper 
opportunity upon which to criticise the 
use that the Government have made of 
their time. For instance, I think we 
ought to have some assurance that one 
Bill in which we take great interest, and 
which has been warmly supported by 
many Members—the Prisons Bill— 
should certainly be pressed through, 
with the modification made in the 
Grand Committee. I would venture to 
suggest to the First Lord of the Treasury 
that, after all, we consider in this House 
too often the claims of the loud-mouthed 
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partisans of various political sections in 
the United Kingdom, who demand great: 
political and constitutional reforms, and 
that in the arrangement of the time of 
the House this Ministry and other Minis- 
tries do not exercise sufficient discretiom 
in allowing a reasonable portion of time 
for carrying social legislation, and thus: 
minor Bills, which are of great impor- 
tance to many interests of the country, 
and which largely affect the life of multi- 
tudes of people in this country, whose 
wants and feelings are not voiced here, 
are lost. Now, there are two Bills on 
the Paper to-day, to which many 
persons with whom I am _ connected 
attach very great importance, and which. 
seem to me to be Bills which might very 
well be pressed forward by the Govern- 
ment during the present Session. IL 
venture to hope that progress may be 
made with them to-night. Ome is a 
Bill dealing with habitual inebriates. 
That is a very important Measure, and 
is a type of those Measures which ought 
not to be postponed from year to year, 
for the purpose of larger and merely 
political Measures. I venture to make 
this suggestion to the Government, that 
it would be well to provide room for 
legislation of this nature, which affects 
interests not of a partisan nature, but 
which are of vital interest, and attract 
the serious attention of large sections of 
the ctom:nunity. There is another Bill 
which is also connected with the Home 
Office, which I, personally, should be 
glad to see pressed forward, and that 
is the Vagrancy Act Amendment Bill; a 
Bill to which, of course, I cannot allude 
on the present occasion, but which is a 
Bill that I know to be of great 
interest to many people. I will 
now turn to another topic, in which 
many Members on both sides of the 
House feel that they have a right to 
offer criticism, and that criticism 
also rests on the announcement 
made by the First Lord of the 
Treasury that he will not proceed 
with any Bill not as yet introduced 
which is of a controversial character. I 
think we have reason to complain of the 
non-introduction of the two Bills pro- 
mised at the beginning of the Session, 
and in two previous Sessions, the 
one the Amendment of the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act, and the other dealing 
with the prevention of the adulteration 
of foad products. On no question affect- 
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ing agricultural interests has there been 
such a consensus of opinion of repre- 
sentative bodies connected with agri- 
culture as upon these two questions. 
We have had Commissions and Com- 
mittees reporting in favour of these Bills, 
and we have had important deputations 
to the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, representing every section 
of every part of the community, pressing 
these matters upon the attention of the 
Government. I think we have a right to 
complain of the gross neglect which the 
present Government has shown to the 
interests of agriculture where the tenant 
was concerned. As soon as_ the 
Government had managed to appropriate 
the great surplus left to them, in the 
_ interests of the landlords in 1896, directly 
it came to a question of assisting the 
working agriculturists these reforms have 
been persistently and deliberately 
shelved and put on one side. I think we 
have a right, speaking on behalf of the 
working agriculturist, to complain of the 
one-sided policy which has been adopted 
by the Government in this respect. 


*Sr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): I am afraid it is 
not much use to protest against this 
infringement of the rights of private 
Members, but I think the House will 
do very well to consider the question 
raised by my honourable Friend just 
now. I cannot say that I consider that 
the time of the House has been so well 
spent up to this moment that it would 
not have been better spent if more time 
had been left to private Members. With 
that protest, and also with an expression 
of regret that the present Government 
should have been earlier than any other 
Government has been, I think, to absorb 
the whole time of the House, I will pass 
to a subject upon which I wish to say a 
word, and that is upon the question 
raised by the honourable Member for 
Kirkcaldy upon the subject of the 
‘Municipality of London Bill. I am 
quite aware that it would be hopeless to 
try and pass that Bill this Session; but 
I certainly do hope that the Government 
will introduce it, and not be intimidated 
by the results of the recent London 
County Council elections from doing 


Mr. Channing. 


{COMMONS} 
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their very utmost to pass it next Session, 
if it cannot be passed this Session. [ 
venture to hope that the Bill will be a 
thorough Bill. I believe that the 
Government have much more to gain by 
courage in these matters than by trying 
to soothe the Opposition, who, after all, 
never will be really soothed, and who 
will only turn the weaknesses of the 
Government and their failures, which are 
the result of weakness, into an attack 
upon the Ministry. This experience has 
already befallen the Government in 
nearly every phase of their foreign 
policy. With that expression of opinion 
I will resume my seat. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
ham, Mansfield) : T hope that the Govern. 
ment, in arranging the business of the 
Session, will take care that time is 
afforded for the discussion of the English 
Education Vote. There is a natural 
desire to ascertain the result this year 
of recent legislation. Some of us have 
endeavoured to extract information from 
time to time from the Minister of Educa- 
tion with regard to those results, but we 
have not been particularly successful. 
The Education Vote will afford us the 
opportunity we desire, but that will not 
be of much use if it is brought on on 
one of the last nights of the Session. 1 
hope that the right honourable Gentle 
man will consider that this is a subject 
well worth his consideration. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I think really we ought to protest against 
the habitual policy of all Governments, 
and particularly of the present Govern 
ment, of flourishing a vast number of 
Bills at the commencement of the 
Session, pluming themselves upon being 
most energetic and business-like men, 
and then not passing one-quarter, or even 
one-tenth, of them. Why cannot they 
cut their coats according to their cloth? 
I have just been making a calculation 
of the number of days which the Govern- 
ment has at its disposal. Limiting the 
Navy Estimates up to the middle of the 
first week in August, when I suppose we 
shall be looking for the end of the 
Session, there are 26 days. Taking very 
moderate estimates, the Irish Local 
Government Bill will require four days 
for discussion. The finance matters will 
take two days, Indian finance one day, 
the Prisons Bill, which I suppose 








he 
ire 
ick 
has 

in 
ign 
ion 


ng- 
2TN- 
the 
) is 
‘lish 
ural 
year 
1ave 
‘rom 
lucar 
t we 
sful. 
the 
| not 
n on 
a 
ntle 
bject 


ton) : 
rainst 
rents, 
yveri- 
er of 
the 
being 
men, 
r even 
. they 
cloth! 
lation 
overn- 
ng the 
‘ the 
ose we 
of the 
ig very 
Local 
ir days 
rs Will 
1e day; 
suppose 








733 


it is intended to pass, two days, 
the Merchant Shipping Bill one day. 
Then I will allow for the surprises which 
the Government may spring upon us for 
two Motions for the adjournment of the 
House. That makes 12 days gone out of 
26, so that there will remain only 14 
days. Now, eliminating the three Bills 
I have mentioned, there are 17 important 
Bills to pass. But, in addition to those, 
I have heard suggestions made by many 
honourable Friends around me in favour 
of proceeding with this Bill and that 
which they consider to be most valuable ; 
so that it seems to me that there must 
be at least other important Bills which 
will take one or two days for discussion. 
We have heard a great deal about the 
London Municipalities Bill. Is that going 
to be brought forward! Then there is 
the Vaccination Bill, in which my con- 
stituents are interested. Is that to be 
proceeded with? Further, there is 
another Bill which will take a great deal 
of time, because it has created a great 
deal of feeling, the Dog Muzzling Bill. 
Is that to be proceeded with? Surely 
we cannot be asked to distribute our 
minds over about 30 Bills in order to 
arm ourselves with arguments for or 
against them. I think we are entitled to 
know whether they are to be brought on 
or not. I do not ask the right honourable 
Gentleman to absolutely pledge himself 
to every particular Bill, but he must 
know some that he intends to sacrifice 
and some that he is going to press for- 
ward. It is only fair, as a quid pro quo 
for our consenting to the whole time of 
private Members being taken so early in 
the Session, that we should be furnished 
with this necessary information. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I should like to know 
whether it is intended to bring in the 
Land Commissioners (Names) Bill. That 
Bill has not been mentioned at all in 
the course of this discussion, although it 
has always hitherto been introduced the 
first Session of every new Parliament, 
and it is rather an important Bill. These 
Land Commissioners appoint the Income 
Tax Commissioners, and there is a good 
deal of complaint in the country that 
the Land Commissioners have not been 
appointed for the last three years. In 
fact, it is rather curious that this Con- 
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stitutional Parliament has departed more 
often from Constitutional methods than 
any Parliament that has preceded it. 
This is the very first Parliament in which 
the Land Commissioners (Names) Bill has 
been postponed for three Sessions, and 
we have, as yet, not heard a word about 
it. This is a matter of urgent import- 
ance, because these Land Commissioners 
as I have said—appoint the Income 
Tax Commissioners. Only the other day 
there was a case in Birmingham where 
a gentleman had his goods distrained on 
because he objected to the Income Tax 
Commissioners. There is a good deal of 
complaint throughout the country with 
regard to the way in which these Com-: 
missioners are appointed, and it is of 
the very greatest practical importance 
that the House of Commons should 
have an opportunity of discussing this 
Bill, and of putting it into a practical 
shape, and I urge upon the First Lord 
of the Treasury that he should find time 
this year for this necessary Bill to be 
carried through. With regard to the 
Benefices Bill, I should like to say one 
word. It is not that there is so much 
opposition to what is known as Church 
Reform on this side of the House, but 
there is a great deal of opposition to the 
inethod which the Government has 
adopted, and I ask the Government for 
some information with regard to the 
time which they propose to allocate to 
the Bill. I should like to point out that 
it will be a Bill that will be very elabo- 
rately discussed on this side of the 
House, and I should very much like to 
know what the Government propose to 
do with regard to it. 


(Government Business). 





Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): What 
is the right honourable Gentleman going 
to do with reference to the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill? A considerable amount 
of interest is taken on this question. 
We have had the Bill before the House. 
It was discussed the whole of one Wed- 
nesday, and a part of another Wednes- 
day, and the argument on each occasion 
was that Wales, in regard to this matter, 
must be treated in the same way as 
England. We are very anxious to know 
what it is the Government are going to 
do to redeem the pledge given to the 
House and the country in the Queen’s 
Speech upon the question. ‘nere is just 
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one other question, and that is with 
regard to the Indian Press Law Bill. 1 
do not know whether I rightly under- 
stood the noble Lord to say that it will 
be impossible to discuss this question 
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and other questions relating to 
the administration of India, apart 
from financial questions, until the 


end of the Session. If that is the case, 
it will, I think, hardly be a fair oppor- 
tunity for discussing the prospects of 
the Indian Press Law. This is a matter 
of enormous importance to India, and 
considerable interest is taken in it in 
England, and I hope that the Govern- 
ment will act fairly and considerately 
to those who take an interest in this 
matter by giving a day for its discus- 
sion. With regard to the Education 
Vote, I would second the appeal made 
by my honourable Friend the Member 
for Nottingham that the House should 
have a full opportunity for discussing 
this question. The fact of the matter 
is that the new rule in Supply has not 
worked at all in some respects. Large 
masses of administrative work, which 
the House ought to consider, and which 
under the old system ought to be con- 
sidered, is now dismissed under the new 
closure procedure. There are ques- 
tions which have not been discussed for 
three years in this House, questions 
affecting important matters of adminis- 
tration. I would ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman with regard to this ques- 
tion, at all events, in which great inte- 
rest is taken throughout the country, 
that he will give the Committee of the 
House the fullest possible opportunity 
of discussing the educational policy of 
the country. 

Sm A. FORWOOD (Lancashire, Orms- 
kirk): Appeals have been made with 
reference to various Bills and Votes, but 
there is one Vote more important than 
any other, and that is the Vote dealing 
with the shipbuilding vote of the Admi- 
ralty. The shipbuilding policy of this 
country can only be properly and ade- 
quately discussed on Vote 8, which deals 
with something like seven or eight 
millions of money, and I hope that my 
right honourable Friend will take such 
measures as will bring that Vote on for 
discussion at a very early day, and not 
allow it to be deferred till late in the 
Session. 


Mr. Lewis. 


{COMMONS} 
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Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): May I ask the right honourable 
Gentleman one question with regard to 
Scotland? What are the intentions of 
the Government with regard to the Pri- 
vate Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill? We 
have heard a great deal about it, and I 
have received a great mass of literature 
which leads me to suppose that some 
fair share of interest is felt in Scotland 
upon this question. Do the Government 
intend to carry on the Bill or to drop it? 
and what class of tribunal will it be 
referred to if it is to be proceeded with? 
Is the Committee to consist of a limited 
number of Scotch Members, or is the 
House to be fully represented on that 
Committee? 


(Government Business). 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I may, perhaps, begin by 
replying to the rather extensive 


number of questions which have been 
put to me by dealing with the 
one which has just been submitted by 
the honourable Member for Aberdeen- 
shire. He asks the Government what 
are their intentions with regard to the 
Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill. 
Our intentions really are very fully ex- 
pressed upon the Order Paper of the 
House. We desire, in accordance with 
the generally-expressed wishes of the 
Scotch Members, to refer that Bill to a 
Select Committee. The Motion re- 
ferring it has been down on the Paper for 
three weeks at the least, and has been 
persistently blocked by one of the col- 
leagues of the honourable Gentleman 
himself. I hope, however, that the oppo- 
sition to the reference to a Committee 
will shortly be overcome, and that that 
Bill may be referred before a Select 
Committee with a view to legislation af 
a very early moment. As regards the 
appeal made by my right honourable 
Friend behind me and by other gentle 
men with reference to Supply, I can 
only say what I have often said before— 
that in allocating the Fridays at our 
disposal between the various votes we 
have no other object than that of meet- 
ing the general wishes of honourable 
Gentlemen in all parts of the House. 
But when the Member for Flintshire 
tells us that under the new system there 
is much smaller opportunity given to 
private Members to discuss the policy of 
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the Government, it gives a striking illus- 
tration of how weak Parliamentary 
memories are. If the honourable Mem- 
ber for Flintshire will cast back his mind 
to his own early experience in this 
House, he will, perhaps, recollect that 
the system then in vogue was to have 
an odd day here and there given to 
Supply, to have two or three nights 
given to the Vote on Account, and shove 
away—for no other expression ade- 
quately meets the case—all other dis- 
cussions on Supply, till they had to be 
dealt with by a practically exhausted 
House in the last period of the Session. 
The critics of the Government to-night 
may be divided into two classes—those 
who think we ought to have brought in 
a great many more Bills than we have 
done, among which class is the right 
honourable Gentleman, the Leader of 
the Opposition, and those who think 
that the number of Bills which we have 
already brought in is too great, and that 
the time at our disposal will hardly be 
adequate to discuss them all. The two 
honourable Gentlemen sitting next each 
other, both distinguished representa- 
tives of Wales, should really agree a 
littie between themselves as to what 
they want the Government.to do. The 
honourable Member for Carnarvon tells 
us that for his part a Bill which up to 
this Parliament has always been passed 
sub silentio—namely, the Land Tax 
Commissioners (Names) Bill—is, if 
pressed, going to be discussed by him at 
great length. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I never said 
80; I simply pressed that it should be 
passed. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: He proposes that it should 
be remodelled at his instance. When 
the honourable talks of 
Parliament 
remind him that the  pro- 
cess, however important and valuable 
from a legislative point of view, is one 
that invariably consumes time. He 
further gave the Government fair warn- 
ing that one of the Bills which has 
already passed the first and second read- 
ings and gone to Grand Committee, is to 
be met by him and his friends with 
claborate discussion. I think if that is 


[Fourtu Serzzs. | 


Gentleman 
remodelling an Act of 
[ may 
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his view with regard to Bills which have 
either been wholly uncontroversial up 
to the present time, or have almost 
reached their final stage in this House, 
it is rather absurd of the colleague 
sitting next him to ask that the Govern- 
ment, in addition to these Measures, 
shall introduce the question of agricul- 
tural reform, which, however it may be 
drafted, must, and ought to have a large 
amount of Parliamentary time devoted 
to it. I have been asked many questions 
by the honourable Member for Aber- 
deenshire about Bills which are either 
before the House or to come before it. 
I do not think I can go beyond the 


general outline which I have already © 


given. As to the Aliens Bill, that is not 
a Government Bill. The Companies 
Bill, which has been mentioned, is one 
which I believe, as far as I have heard, 
is not likely to come down to this House 
in the course of this Session at all. With 
regard to the Prisons Bill, I have every 
hope that that Measure may be passed 
before the end of the present Session, 
but certainly I should not like to give 
an absolute pledge on the subject. Two 
of my honourable Friends on this side 
of the House have mourned the dimi- 
nished privileges of private Members. I 
have not a word to say against private 
Members, nor am I going to conceal the 
fact that on some points I view with 
regret that some of their ancient privi- 
leges have been diminished; but I be- 
lieve there is no body of men who would 
view the diminution of those privileges 
with more satisfaction than the great 
bulk of the private Members themselves. 
I do not believe the majority of the 
Members of the House think that on the 
whole, with our modern methods of pro- 
cedure, it is possible for private Members 
to deal with legislation on a very large 
scale. Valuable work of a non-contro- 
versial character they have done, and 
they are doing, but I do not believe it 
possible that they should do important 
or valuable work in the domain of elabo- 
rate or controversial legislation. So far 
as resolutions are concerned, I believe 
that the first ventilation of many im- 
portant Measures has been by private 
Members on Tuesdays or on Fridays, and 
I think what has borne good fruit in 
the past may bear good fruit in the 
future. But Ido not think my honourable 
2G 
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Friend will consider I am _ stepping 
beyond the bounds of controversy when 
I say that on five-sixths, I think, of the 
Tuesdays allocated to them in the course 
of the ‘present Session private Members 
have shown their appreciation of the 
privileges by counting the House out. 


ComminpeR BETHELL: I think my 
right honourable Friend will admit 
that that is entirely due to the fact that 


private Members have not the t notion 


when their time will be 
Tue FIRST LORD orf tus 
SURY: Neo, Sir; I. cann 
that solution. I think 
explained desires for a dinner 
leisure are quite suf 


i€as 


taken from them. 


TREA- 
accept 
easily 
and for 


ficient to account for 





the fact that it so often happens that 
at about eicht o’clock on private Mem- 


bers’ nights it is found that the requisite 


number of private Members are not here 
to deal with the quescions in which they 
are I do not know that 


interested. 
there is : hi 


Mr. JOHN 
London Bill. 
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to-morrow, end it is not really relevant 
at the present moment. 


*Mr. CHANNING: 1 
University Bill. 


Tue FIRST LORD 

SURY: I hope the London 
versity Bill will be passed. 
honourable cnenanee tity the 
Kirkcaldy reproached the 
for having promised, I think 


(Government Business). 


here is the London 


TREA- 
Uni- 
The 

Member for 

Government 


he said, 12 


CF THE 





pein nd for being likely to pass a 

mmparatively small fraction of them. 
Whe n we framed the Que n’s ech we 
| had before us a long series mples. 
| of the difference betwee 3 with 
which the Government begins the Ses- 
sion and the actual formance of Par. 
| liament at the end of the Session, and 
we were careful to distinguish in that 


| 





Toe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I believe I promised my 
honourable Friend the Member for 
the Strand Division that I would give | 
him a definite answer to his question 


but I | 
| 





AYES. 








Speech betiween the Bills which there 
was a fair hope of Pp ing and the Bills 
which it was not p ble would be 





I do 


pressed if time would not 
not think there is ar - que 


permit. 


st ir mn. 


Mio RD 
MIEMBERS : 


MJ - 7 
Several HONOTR 


London Bill! 






Tus oeadal LORD « THe =TREA- 

SURY: At least, I do not a] ar to have 
p apg et 

made a note of any, and I hope the House 

may now, without Division, permit the 

Government to obtain the privileges for 


which they have asked. 
208 ; 


The House divided Ayes 2 
68. (Division List, No. 123. 


Noes 


Aird, John Blundell, Colonel Henry Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Allsopp, Hon. George | Bonsor, Baa <! Cosmo Orme F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Arnold, Alfred | Boscaw Arthur Griffith- | t. A. C. (Glasgow) 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. | Ro “Ca pt.H.F.(Middlesex) | Cornwallis, Fiennes 8. W. 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Hy.| Bow om T. G. (King’s Lynn) Cranborne, Viscount 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Brassey Albert | Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Baden-Powell, Sir G. Smyth | R: tei 2t. Hon. St. John | Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 

Bi 

B 


| 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | ield. A. Montagu | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Balearres, Lord rown, Alexander H. Curzon, Rt.Hn.GN(Lanc.S W) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch)| Brymer, William Ernest | Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Banbury, Frederick George | Bullard, Sir Harry | Dalbiac, Colonel Philip H. 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell Rutcher, John George | Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts) | Buxton, Sydney Charles | Dixon ‘Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Barry, Francis T. (Windsor) Carlile, William Walter | Dorington, Sir J. Edward 
Bartley, George C. T. C ‘cil, Lord Hugh Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket Chaloner, Capt. n. G.-W. | Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 5 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.(Bristol) C hamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | Drage, Geoffrey 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) | Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Bethell, Commander Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 





Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Biddulph, Michael 

Bigwood, James Dohe on, 

Bill, Charles Collings, Rt. 


The First Lord of the Treasury. 


. hi wrrington, Spencer 
foddington, Sir William 
Benjamin Louis 


Edwards, Gen. Sir J. Bevan 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tattor 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fin George H. 
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Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest 

Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B.| 
Fowler, Rt.Hn.SirH.(Wol'tn) 


Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goscher, Rt. Hn. G.S.(St 
Goschen, Geo. J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Greville, Captain 

Gunter, Colonel 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Rbt. Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 


-Geo's 





Hardy, Laurence 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hoare, KE. Brodie (Hi umpstead) | 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil | 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) | 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. 
King, Sir Henry Sey 
Lafone, Alfred =~ 
Lawrence, Sir E. 


Wm. 


mour 


(Cornwall) 


he 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Asher, Alexander 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Billson, Alfred 


| 
| 
| 
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Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgcw) | 
Channing, Francis Alston |! 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness) 
Clough, Walter Owen 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, 2. ©. 

Doughty, George 


Duckworth, James 

Evans, Sam. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
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Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A, R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowe, Francis Wiliam 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McArthur, Wm, (Cornwall) 


McCalmont, Mj.Gn. (Ant’mN) 
Mcliver, Sir Lewis 

Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Edw. Wm. J. 


Marks, Harry H 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. EF. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Mowbray, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Murdoch, Chas. Townshend 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Kelly, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Capt. Arthur 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


NOES. 
Tarwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. 
Hogan, John Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Labouchere, ilies 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Logan, John William 
McEwan, William 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, 8.) 
McKenna, Reginald 
McLaren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


Seale- 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthn) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow. W) 
Pease, Jos. A. 


(Northumb.) 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F. 8S. (Chelt’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrw) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christch.) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv.) 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Usborne, Thomas 
Valentia, Viscount 


Verney, Hon. Richard G. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. Rbt. A. (Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. EF. (1. of W.) 


Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Verron- 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


W hiteley, H. (Ashton-und-L.) 
Williams, J. Powel! (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, dR. (Bath) 
Young, Commndr (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


Edmon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Reid, Sir Robert T. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, Hon. J. (East Kerry) 
Shaw, Charles E, (Stafford) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wayman, Thomas 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Dalziel and Mr, Lloyd- 
George. 


Finance 
ORDER OF THE DAY. 
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FINANCE BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made and Question proposed—- 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Leave out from the word ‘that’ to the end 
of the question, in order to add the words— 


“That any readjustment of taxation should 
include a remission in favour of clergymen 
whose income is wholly or in part derived 
from tithe, and in whose case it can be 
shown that they are contributing more than 
their due share of local taxation.”—( Colonel 
Milward.) 


*COLONEL MILWARD 
Stratford-on-Avon): I 
fallen to the lot of 
in the habit of addressing the 
House to move the Amendment which 
stands in my name, but I have the satis. 
faction of knowing that I shall be foi- 
lowed by others of greater experience 


(Warwick, 
wish it had 
someone more 


{COMMONS} 





on a question which has attracted the 
attention of the country. I am glad to| 
see that there have been very sympathetic | 
notices in the Press with reference to the | 
case of the clergy. I desire to base my | 
argument upon words which fell from the | 
lips of the honourable Member for Angle 
sey on this subject in the course of the 
Debate last year. He said that the whole | 
question resolves itself into this, whether 
the clergy do or do not pay more than their | 
fair share of the taxation of the country. 
That is the point on which I desire to| 
address the House this afternoon. I| 
would remind the House of two prin- 
ciples. One of them is the equality of all | 
men before the law, 7.¢., that there is no| 
reason why the clergy should pay more 
or less of the taxes of the country than | 
any other persons ; : 
ciple is that it the custom 

this country as in_ every other| 
country to adjust the burden of taxa-| 
tion to fit the shoulders of those who | 
have to bear it. From time to time in this | 
House we relieve a certain class of Her| 
Majesty’s subjects who are overburdened 
by taxation; every Chancellor of the 
Exchequer who has a surplus takes 


and the other wer 


is in | 


| larger and smaller livings. 


| the 
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care that, as far as possible, it 
shall be distributed so as to relieve 
the burdens of those who are too 
heavily taxed. That is the ground 
on which we take up the position 
of asking that out of the surplus now in 
hand provision might be made for the 
purpose of relieving the clergy, who are 
overburdened with taxation. This time 
last year there was a Debate in the 
House, at the conclusion of which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
the course open to us was to lay our 
case before the Commission on Rating 
then sitting. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer recognised the existence of the 
grievance, and also that the grievance 
required a remedy. After hearing that 
opinion a sub-committee of the Church 
Parliamentary Committee was formed for 
the purpose of obtaining what evidence 
we could. We obtained a very large 
amount of evidence. That evidence forms 
the foundation of our grievances. That 
particular branch of evidence contained 
the circumstances of a number of clergy- 
men; and unless it should be thought 
that the cases cited in the Report are 
harder than those of other clergymen, 
I beg to say that I have seen many 
other communications, some of which 
bear evidence of cases worse than those 
cited in the Report. I am afraid I must 
quote the statistics contained in the evi- 
dence given by the honourable Member 
for Tunbridge on our behalf. 
with respect to what I 


These are 
may call the 

In the case 
of the larger livings the present value of 
tithe £3,110 2d.; and the 


5s, 


is 


| rates on the tithe amount to £466 6s. &d. 


The total income of the eight livings I 
allude to is £3,110 5s. 2d., and the total 


jamount of rates placed on these tithes 
lis £466 6s. 8d.; that is to say, that 
\the average tithe rent charge of these 
|eight livings is £392 a year, and the 
|average amount of rates is £58 a year, 
|amounting to no less than the sum of 


3s. in the £ income tax paid by these 
clergymen, in addition to the ordinary 
income tax. In the smaller livings, in 
six cases the total value of the rent 
charge is £704 2s. 2d., and the rates on 
tithe are £155 ls. 9d. The average 
tithe rating charge amounts to £117 
a year, and the average amount of rates 
tuey pay is £26 a year, equivalent to 
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an income tax of 4s. 5d. in the £. 
That is in addition to the ordinary 
direct taxation, arising from income tax, 
and from the taxes on tea, beer, spirits, 
and tobacco. Contrast that with the 
position of professional men. I do not 
cite the case of factories and shopkeepers, 
because it is rather a different question. 
It must be remembered that the 
rating upon shops and factories is part 
of the expense of the business carried on ; 
it is always put down among the first 
charges of the business—these being 
rent, rates, and fire insurance—so that 
a charge of that kind does not fall upon 
the income of the person carrying on 
the business, but upon the articles he 
sells. It is one of the regular business 
charges. In the case of a professional 
income, that of a lawyer or a doctor, of 
£400 a year, such a person who had a 
family would live in a house of £40 a 
year, and such a house would be rated 
at £32 a year. Taking the rate at 6s. 
in the £, we should have the lawyer 
or the doctor paying £9 12s. a year, 
whereas a clergyman pays £58 a vear 
towards local taxation. I do _ not 
think it is possible to put in words a 
stronger case than that. Take the case 
of asmaller living of £117 per annum, and 
side by side with it that of a foreman in 
a works. Such a foreman receiving 45s. 
a week, would live in a house rented at, 
say, 6s. 6d. a week, and rated at £13 a 
year. Taking the rate at 6s. in the 
£, the foreman would pay £3 18s. 
per annum in rates, against £26 naid by 
the clergyman. The question arises as 
to how this inequality has come to pass. 
For myself, I do not care how it has come 
to pass; if it is wrong it is the duty of 
Parliament to remedy it. I do not 
propose, neither do I _ desire, to 
read the many letters I have received on 
this subject, but their effect is to show 
that the rating of the clergy has increased 
from year to year, while their income 
has decreased from year to year. I have 
here a letter from a rectory near Leam- 
ington. In 1884 the total income, in- 
cluding the house, was £320 a year, and 
the rating £16 a year, while in the year 
1897 the income had diminished to £240 
a year and the rating had increased to 
£30 a year; so that, while there has 
been a general increase, no doubt, in the 
rating of the country, there has been, 
on the other hand, a diminution of the 


‘clergy’s income. 
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Now, Sir, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer last year said our 
business was to lay our case before the 
Commission which is sitting upon the 
question of rating, in the hope that they 
might present an interim Report. I sin- 
cerely hope they may do so, and I 
believe nothing would more tend to a 
solution of the question as to which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has already 
admitted that there is a grievance. It 
is admitted that something must be done 
if the Royal Commission on Rating 
should present an interim Report; but 
if the Royal Commission should not pre- 
sent an interim Report, what position 
shall we be in? We shall then have to 
wait for the full Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Rating, and I venture to say 
that when that Report is laid before this 
House it will cause more strife, more 
heart-burning, and more differences of 
opinion than any question that has ever 
been brought before this House. If I 
may, I should like to quote the terms of 
reference to the Royal Commission on 
Rating. It is directed to report— 


“ Whether, and how far, all kinds of real 
and personal property contribute equitably to 
local taxation; and, if not, what alterations 
in the law are desirable in order to secure that 
result.” 


Now, Sir, there are on the other side of 
this House, I daresay, honourable Mem- 
bers who have very strong feelings on 
the subject of relieving land or landlords 
from rating at all. There is at least one, 
the honourable Member for the Market 
Harborough Division of Leicestershire, 
who can never speak in this House with- 
out introducing the subject of the iniqui- 
ties of the landlords. If he does not do 
so at the beginning of his speech, he will 
in the middle of his speech, and, at any 
rate, he is sure to do so at the end of 
it. In that respect he is like the 
character of Mr. Dick in “ David Copper- 
field,” who could not complete his Memo- 
rial because he felt obliged to introduce 
into it somewhere the head of Charles 
the First. But, supposing that the Royal 
Commission on Rating do report that 
there is an inequality as between real 
and personal property, as, of course, 
there is a very great deal, do you not 
think, Sir, that we shall have a bombshell 
thrown into Imperial politics, and that 
there will be a contest throughout the 
country? It is said that the last thing 
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that you can convert in a man is his 
pocket, and I am certain that the last 
thing you can convert in a man is that 
particular part of his pocket where he 
keeps the money that he pays his rates 
with. Supposing we _ should have 
iegislation proposing not only to 
relieve the landlord of a part of 
the rates which he now pays, but placing 
them upon gentlemen who derive their 
income from stocks, shares, or businesses 
of various kinds—that is to say, if it 
were proposed to transfer these local 
rates, as [ hope it may be, to every de- 
scription of property—I am certain an 
agitation would be commenced in this 
country which would not subside for 
many years, and which it would take a 
very strong Government to deal with; 
and in the meantime what is to happen 
to our peor clergy? Their case being 
mixed up with a mighty case like this, I 
ask, how many years may be expected 
to elapse before they get any relief? Sir, 
I have not appealed in any way to hon- 
ourable Members on the other side of 
the House with reference to this ques- 
tion, and I have purposely avoided doing 
so, because it is quite within my know- 
ledge that already they are blaming the 
Government for not having dealt with this 
question. I have in my hand a circular 
issued by the Gladstonians, at the recent 
election for East Berkshire, in which the 
clergy of East Berkshire are distinctly 
advised no longer to vote for a Unionist 
Government but to vote for Gladstonian 
candidates, because of the way in which 
they have been treated by the present 
Government with reference to this 
matter. I do not propose to read the 
whole of this circular, for one sentence 
of it will suffice. They say, with refer- 
ence to local taxation, that the present 
Government which holds office largely 
owing to their support, has done nothing 
for them in that respect, and still refuses 
to do anything. Why, then, should the 
clergy support the Unionist candidate at 
the present election? I mention this cir- 
cular only for the purpose of showing that 
honourable Gentlemen opposite, who, I 
feel sure, will acknowledge that this kind 
of circular has been issued, sympathise 
with the clergy, and join in blaming the 
Government for not having already dealt, 
with this question. Now, Sir, I have 
endeavoured to bring before the House 
this case as one of real hardship—tI will 
not say of real poverty—in regard to the 
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clergy. Suffice it to say that I and other 
honourable Members have had many 
letters, proving that this is not only a 
question of injustice, but of real hardship 
and of real suffering. There have been 
cases of illness, and, as I hear an honour- 
able Member say, cases approaching to 
starvation. Certainly there have been 
many cases of illness, and many cases in 
which the clergymen have not known 
how to meet the rate collector, and in 
which they have been summoned before 
the Court of First Instance to meet the 
demands made upon them. There are 
hundreds of cases in this land at this 
moment in which the clergy, with a dimi- 
nishing income and an_ enormously- 
increasing taxation, find themselves 
unable to meet present demands, without 
saying anything of future payments, 
Well, Sir, I might appeal to the House on 
that ground, but I do not do so. I appeal 
to it as a matter of justice. I have 
endeavoured to answer the question of 
the honourable Member for the Isle of 
Anglesey as to whether the clergyman 
pays more than his fair share of the taxa- 
tion of the country, and I say, Sir, that 
he does so by far too great an extent. I 
do not propose now to deal with the ques- 
tion of remedy, because I leave it to the 
Royal Commission on Rating or the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to find the 
remedy. It would be perfectly easy to 
find a remedy, but I do not desire to go 
further into that question. I do, how- 
ever, press upon the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that this case of the clergy 
lies as a concrete one in the middle of 
the whole question of local taxation, and 
I urge upon the Government that they 
should deal with the question either by 
a short Bill or in this or some future 
finance Measure. I do not urge the 
Government to deal with this question 
because of the poverty of the clergy, but 
because I believe the clergy are over- 
taxed, and because I believe that their 
over-taxation ought to be made a ground 
of appeal to this House. 


Viscount CRANBORNE (Rochester): 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to second the Amend- 
ment, and I do so because I believe that 
this is a subject of very great importance, 
and because I believe that it has moved 
most profoundly the feelings of a very 
large section of Her Majesty’s subjects. 
Sir, it is clear that this is not an oppor- 
tunity for considering every phase of this 
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question ; but perhaps I may say, as to 
taking action in the matter, that we 
must take what we can get, and avail 
ourselves of whatever opportunities we 
have for raising those subjects which are so 
very important to those whom we repre- 
sent. But, Sir, we could not have raised 
this question before, because, as my hon- 
ourable and gallant Friend has pointed 
out, the evidence on which his case is 
founded is not in our hands. It has only 
been recently presented to Parliament, 
long after those opportunities which are 
usually afforded by the House to private 
Members have passed by, and therefore 
we are in the position that we must raise 
it upon the Finance Bill, or not raise it 
at all. Iam sure that the Government 
will understand in what spirit we are 
asking the House to discvss this subject. 
The poverty of the clergy cannot, of 
course, be denied. My honourable and 
gallant Friend has said a great deal upon 
that point. I know that some people 
think our Church is a very rich Church. 
In one sense that is true, for it has a 
great deal of money at its disposal, but 
it does not possess anything like what it 
ought to have for the work it has to do. 
Those who know the Church understand 
why this bitter cry is raised, in view of 
the actual financial position of many of 
the clergy, who have to endure so much 
poverty and misery in order to meet 
these rates. The right honourable Gen- 
tleman the Leader of the Opposition has 
been unjust to the clergy with reference 
to this question, and others have followed 
his example. But when it is known that 
these demands affect the clergy te the 
extent of a fifth, or a fourth, of their 
gross income, and a third, or even more, 
of their net income, I confess I think it 
will be seen to be a case which calls 
for the instamt attention of the House of 
Commons. The case is the more press- 
ing because the clergy are not fairly 
represented on the Assessment Com- 
mittees. Of course, J cannot go into 
that subject now, but it is clear 
that, if you have upon the Assess- 
ment Committees those who do_ not 
represent the clergy themselves, you 


put a great strain upon them by 
asking them to act impartially as 


between themselves and the clergy. As 
a matter of fact, and as my honourable 
Friends are aware, in many districts, the 
Assessment Committees represent the 
farming class a good deal more than, 
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perhaps, ought to be allowed. Conse- 
quently, the farmer is often rated, I will 
not say too low, whereas the clergy are 
rated too high, for in many cases matters 
which ought to be taken into account are 
not taken into account at all, although, 
if they were, they would seriously dimi- 
nish the amount. There is the evidence 
in the Blue Book of a witness who 
explained that he had the collection of 
the tithe in many parishes, and 
had often offered to allow the 
tenant to take over the tithe. 
But they never got an offer. No one 
would think of taking it on those terms. 
Then I come to the much wider and 


more difficult question of the large out-' 


goings which the obligation of the cure 
throws upon the incumbent. Those out- 
goings are sometimes in the shape of 
pensions to past incumbents, but more 
often in the shape of salaries to curates, 
whom the incumbent is bound to main- 
tain. Not only is he bound to pay a 
curate, but he is compelled by law to 
maintain a curate in order that the work 
of the parish might be efficiently done. 
We have a Bill now before Parliament 
which provides that where the work is 
not done efficiently. the incumbent shall 
be compelled to keep a curate and pay 
him a stipend which is frequently not 
in his power to pay. In some cases Par- 
liament has set up a separate parish, 
endowing it out of the living, and though 
that was done by Act of Parliament, the 
incumbent of the mother church is com- 
pelled to pay rates on the whole sum, 
notwithstanding that it had passed out of 
his hands by an Act of this House. 
We shall be very pleased to hear what 
the Royal Commission have to say on 
that point. It is said by some that 
this is res judicata—that we ought not 
to go back upon it. As a matter of 
fact, no Member of this House who is 
acquainted with the methods in which 
laws are made will have absolute respect 
for their accuracy and their aims. For 
a great many years it was the law that 
the claim for the payment of a curate 
was made the ground for a reduction of 
the assessment, and that obtained down 
to 1867; but the superior court upset 
what had been hitherto the settled law 
of the land, and to say that we should 
not go back upon that because it is 
res judicata, appears to me to be strain- 


ing the argument beyond all reason, 
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Even before that decision had been given ) 
it was held that the rating of the clergy 
was very unfair. It is quite true that 
in recent years the protests have not 
been so loud. The reason for that is 
found in the fact that the country was 
so prosperous up to 1878 that the clergy 
could be independent; but since the 
value of the tithe has fallen the grievance 
has become more pressing. I think that, 
under those circumstances, we must re- 
cognise this question of outgoings as a 
very important one. I do not want to 
bore the House with quotations, but a 
case came under my notice in the evi- 
dence given before the Commission which 
I think will illustrate my point. In the 
case I refer to, the income of the clergy- 
man was only £60 a year, but he had 
to pay £46 a year in rates, and £225 
a year as salary to a curate. He paid 
away, therefore, considerably more than 
he received. I think such a case as that 
demonstrates to the House how 
thoroughly inequitable the system is 
under which the clergy are at present 
rated. I may be told that these out- 
goings are not to be considered. Well, 


Sir, what outgoings are to be considered? 
It is said that only outgoings which 


ought to be considered are those which 
are incurred in the ordinary cases of land. 
In other words, they say that tithe is 
only part of the rent. That may be so. 
I am not concerned to prove the contrary 
at the present moment, although I shall 
be interested to hear what the Commis- 
sion have to say on the point. Even if 
it is part of the rental it ought to be 
relieved. Under the Agricultural Rates 
Act rent has certainly been to some ex- 
tent relieved, and it follows that tithes 
ought to be relieved likewise. I do not 
go into the question as to whether 
the Agricultural Rates Act relieves the 
tenant or the landlord. I presume it 
relieves both; and to whatever extent it 
relieves the landlord, to that extent there 
is a claim on the part of the tithe-owner 
for similar relief. It appears to me that 
since the passing of the Agricultural 
Rates Act, the claim for relief has 
become intensely stronger than it was 
before. Not only has ‘the Agricultural 
Rates Act not relieved the tithe-owner, 
but it has increased his burden. It has 
brought this subject to a head. Here 


you have a class of ratepayers who really 
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were entitled to be considered, who 
really were very badly treated, and the 
Government have passed an Act which 
relieves another class who are in very 
much the same position. Not only does 
this Act not relieve the tithe-owner, but 
it positively throws an extra burden upon 
him. I know it was done inadvertently, 
but it is none the less a great hardship. 
The tithe-owner gets no relief under tha 
Agricultural Rates Act, but has to pay 
towards the relief of those who benefit 
under the Act. And as the contribution 
under the Act increases the position of 
the tithe-owner will become harder. I 
am not saying for a moment that land 
ought not to be relieved. What I sag 
is, that the tithe ought to be relieved 
too. The three grievances are the general 
inability to pay on the part of the tithe 
owner, the fact that they are not treated 
similarly to other landlords, and that 
they are not relieved from the active 
operation of the Agricultural Rates Act. 
Under the circumstances, what have we 
got to look to! We have got to look to 
the Report of the Royal Commission. [ 
am fully alive to the fact that that is a 
very fair answer. But..°when is the 
Report going to be issued? I confess 
that when I look at the evidence and the 
scope of the inquiry, I am almost dumb- 
founded at the enormous number of sub- 
jects which have to be considered, and 
there is no doubt that the presentation 
of the Report is in the dim and distant 
future. I cannot see how it is possible 
for the Commission to report before the 
year 1900 at the very earliest. I have 
made inquiry, and I cannot see the possi- 
bility of its being presented earlier. 
Well, the year 1901, when legislation 
would be possible, will be the sixth year 
of the present Parliament, and I think 
honourable Members know that that is 
not a favourable time for the considera- 
tion of difficult matters of rating. In my 
judgment, if the Commission does not 
report till 1901, it is not likely that the 
House will be asked to consider the ques- 
tion of rating in the present Parliament. 
That means that we must look for relief 
to the next Parliament. But, even so, 
shall we be the first to be considered 
when the Government of that year come 
to consider the Report? There are, as 
my honourable and gallant Friend says, 
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questions concerning real and personal 
property to be considered. Are we to 
wait until these matters have been 
adjusted? If so, I am afraid that the 
relief of the clergy tithe-owner will not 
be brought about for ten years at the 
very least. Under these circumstances, 
Sir, I think honourable Members will see 
that we have not been unreasonable in 
bringing our case before the House 
today. I can assure the House and the 
Government that the feeling on this sub- 
ject is most intense and widespread. 
It is not a question of dividing 
the House this afternoon. I know what 
the result of a division would be. 
Besides, I believe that in their desire to 
relieve the clergy, the Government are 
quite as strong as we are, and I should 
like some opportunity of showing how 
strong our feeling is. I think if the 
Government would be good enough to 
receive a deputation on the subject, they 
would be astonished at the number of 
Members of this House, and the 
influential persons all over the country, 
who would wait upon them to urge that 
any readjustment of taxation should 
include a remission in favour of clergy- 
men whose income is wholly or in part 
derived from tithe. I do not, of course, 
desire that the Government should put 
pressure upon the Commission so far as 
the merits of this question are con- 
cerned. That would be an improper 
thing to do, and would probably 
be resented by the Commission; but 
when it comes to a question as 
to the order in which these subjects should 
be dealt with, and as to whether an 
interim Report should not be presented, 
I do think that the opinion of so large 
a number of Members of this House and 
gentlemen in the country ought to have 
weight with the Royal Commission; and 
if they knew—and they could easily be 
assured—that there was this strong 
opinion to be found amongst so large 
a number of influential gentlemen, they 
would, I think, deal more speedily with 
the matter. I trust that the clergy’s 
long-deferred hope will at length be ful- 
filled. Right honourable Gentlemen on 
both sides of the House have borne wit- 
ness, in eloquent terms, to the unselfish 
Gevotion with which the clergy discharge 
their duties. Certainly the great body 
of the clergy show a devoted public spirit 
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which is not always equalled in other 
professions, and is certainly never ex- 
celled. If men who have done, and are 
doing, such good work can be proved to 
be suffering under a grievance, the Royal 
Commission and this House ought to do 
its best to remove it. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: I am not 
surprised that the noble Lord who 
seconded this Amendment was con- 
scious of the incongruity of his posi- 
tion. When we have a Government 
in office which has so liberally dealt 
out sops and doles to various classes, if 
not to all classes, of its supporters, it is 


not at all surprising that the Established ° 


clergy should think their turn has come 
to obtain something. But, surely, it is 
somewhat surprising to find two of the 
firm supporters of the Government 
moving and seconding an Amendment 
which, if carried, would prove fatal to 
the most important financial proposals 
of the Session. If this Amendment is 
carried the Budget is defeated. Appa- 
rently the mover and seconder of the 
Amendment object to the reduction of 
the tobacco duty and to the concessiom 
with regard to the income tax, and they 
think that the surplus that has resulted 
from Liberal legislation should be applied 
for the benefit of the Established clergy. 
The mover of this Amendment said he 
would not attempt to suggest any remedy 
for the state of things which he described}, 
but the honourable and gallant Member 
knows that whatever remedy is provided 
will involve a new endowment for the 
Established clergy. That is the broad 
fact with which this House will have 
to deal, and with which the public will 
deal—namely, that every shilling which 
is remitted to the clergy will have to 
be found by some other portion of the 
community—by the ratepayer or the tax- 
payer. It may mean a grant from the 
National Exchequer. I observe that the 
Tithe Owners’ Union has estimated that 
the relief of the clergy from taxation 
upon tithe would amount to about 
£80,000 a year. This would be an 
entirely new departure on the part of 
Parliament, or, rather, it would be a 
reversion to an old practice which was 
abandoned because of its injustice. It is 
seventy-five years since Parliament voted 
the last grant for building churches, and 
since then members of the Church of 
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England have had to extend their work 
in the only proper way; that is, by 
means of voluntary subscriptions added 
to the ecclesiastical revenues at their 
disposal. Parliament has granted nothing 
by way of additional endowment to the 
Church for nearly three-quarters of a 
century. The object of this Amendment 
is to return to the practice of past times 
and to create a new endowment. The 
mover and seconder of this Amendment 
have spoken of the strong feeling which 
exists in favour of granting some relief 
to the Established Church clergy, but 
those honourable Members seem to think 
that the strong feeling exists all on one 
side. Do they not recognise the fact 
that a large portion of the community 
object to the application of public funds 
to the maintenance of ministers of either 
the Church of England or of any 
religious body whatever? We have been 
threatened with strife upon the presenta- 
tion of the Report of the Commission 
now sitting, but I venture to say greater 
strife will inevitably follow the adop- 
tion of the Amendment now before the 
House. I therefore warn honourable 


Finance 


Members opposite, who have been talk- 


ing too much as though this were a 
question between the clergy and the 
Government alone, and there were not 
other parties whose opinions would have 
to be consulted—namely, the ratepaying 
and taxpaying portion of the community. 
Tho honcurable and gallant Member who 
moved this Amendment talked as if the 
incomes of the clergy were derived from 
the same sources as the incomes of lawyers 
and doctors, and ignored the fact that 
the endowments of the clergy are derived 
from the land. Honourable Members 
opposite also ignored the fact that these 
hardships of which they now complain 
were distinctly taken into account when 
the Tithe Commutation Act was passed ; 
and, further, honourable Members have 
ignored the fact that the reverend gentle 
men who have taken upon themselves 
the cure of souls have done so with the 
knowledge that their incomes were liable 
to these reductions. The honourable 
and gallant Member who moved this 
Amendment said he did not care how 
these hardships originated, but it seems 
to me that a great deal depends upon 
the origin of the present system. 


Mr. Carvell Wiiliams. 
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*CoLtoneL MILWARD: I was stopped in 
that branch of my argument because ] 
was out of order. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: I assume, 
then, that the honourable and gallant 
Member might have made out a better 
case than he did if he had been permitted 
to go into the origin of the system. I 
have noticed with great satisfaction that 
the facts stated by honourable Members 
opposite have made so great an impres. 
sion upon the minds of members of the 
Church of England that they are raising 
a large fund with a view to relieving 
the clergy. That is a most proper 
proceeding, and one which does members 
of the Church of England great credit. 
But have the mover and seconder of this 
Amendment considered the effect of their 
success upon these voluntary efforts for 
the benefit of the clergy? Those who 
are raising this fund have many difficul- 
ties to contend against, such as the impres- 
sion that the Church of England is a rich 
Church, and does not need more funds. 
There is the further difficulty that 
Churchmen, as a rule, have not been 
trained in such habits of liberal giving 
as Nonconformists have. There is also 
grave dissatisfaction in the Church of 
England at the state of things which 
exists there ; and, lastly, many of the laity 
are indisposed to contribute liberally for 
the maintenance of the clergy, because 
they think they should have a share in 
the government of the Church. Now it 
is proposed to put a still more formidable 
difficulty in the way of those who are 
raising this fund. Depend upon it that, 
if the clergy hold out one hand for volun- 
tary contributions and seek to plunge the 
other into the national purse, both 
methods cannot succeed; for the laity 
will say, “If you go to Parliament, let 
it give you all that you desire; we shall 
refrain from giving you what you ask.” 
I can imagine that honourable Members 
opposite may be _ indisposed pay 
attention to advice coming from 
a person holding my views, and there 
fore I would venture to give them a 
piece of advice which comes from 4a 
quarter they cannot regard with either 
suspicion or dislike. |The honourable 
Member for the Oswestry Division of 
Shropshire wrote a letter to the 7imes 
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not many days ago, which closed’ with 
this striking passage— 

“Tt is not just to exempt one class at the 
expense of others. It is not expedient to com- 
pel by Act of Parliament either ratepayers or 
taxpayers to contribute towards the spiritual 
services of the Church. Churchmen must bear 
their own burdens. There may be anomalies 
in the law of rating, there may be inequalities 
of assessment, but a better remedy must bi 
found for these evils than exempting clerical] 
income from tithe rent-charge on account of 
the spiritual services attached to its owner- 
ship.” 


That comes from a friendly quarter, 
and from one who has shown that he 
understands the position which clergymen 
occupy and the duties they are called 
upon to discharge. I hope that this 
Amendment will be rejected. 


*Mr. JEBB (Cambridge University): It 
appears to me that the honourable 
Member who has just spoken over- 
looked at least two very vital facts: first, 
that the occupier of a tithe rent charge 
occupies it because he does certain work, 
renders certain services to the commu- 
nity; second, that since 1836, that is 
since the passing of the Commutation of 
Tithes Act, tithe-rent charge has fallen 
about 35 per cent. in value, so that for 
£1 of tithe rent charge a clergyman on 
an average receives only about thirteen 
shillings. The honourable Member spoke 
as if any relief granted from Imperial 
taxation to the clergy would be a new 
endowment to the Church of England, 
but the honourable Member does not 
deny, or attempt to disprove, that the 
clergy labour under exceptional griev- 
ances, that they are suffering injustice 
such as is suffered by no other class in 
the community. That was shown very 
clearly, it appeared to me, by the honour- 
able and gallant Member for Stratford- 
unon-Avon, and by the noble Lord the 
Member for Rochester, who followed him. 
Not until what we assert can be dis- 
proved—namely, that the clergy labour 
under an exceptional grievance—can it be 
denied that it is right for the clergy to 
come to this House and ask for the 
redress of a great wrong. I venture to 


submit to the House that, as my noble 
Friend the Member for Rochester, and 
the honourable and gallant Member who 
preceded him, most truly said, it is an 
indication of the gravity of this ques- 
tion that it excites the deepest interest, 
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very widely and very generally, all over 
the country, and that there is a very 
strong feeling about it. I will give an 
indication of the effects of the present 
state of things from a place with which 
I am familiar—the University of Cam- 
bridge. No one who knows the Univer- 
sity of Cambridge would deny that there 
is a marked tendency to a decrease in 
the number of candidates for holy orders, 
and that that decrease has set in, roughly 
speaking, within the last ten years. A 
great number of the candidates for holy 
orders come from country parsonages, 
and it has been well said that the coun- 
try parsonages have been one of the most. 
valuable recruiting grounds for the ser- 
vice of the Church. But now so many 
clergymen are suffering dire poverty that 
many who in former days would have 
sent their sons to the Universities can 
do so no longer. And supposing a fataer 
can manage to send his son to the 
University, before a young man takes 
holy orders, whatever his desire to take 
that calling upon him, he is bound to 
consider whether it is a calling in which 
he can live without the load of sordid 
care which now rests upon a large por- 
tion of the clergy, more especially since 
the passing of the Agricultural Rating 
Act of 1896, and whether these condi- 
tions will impair his power to discharge 
his duties in an efficient manner. With 
that prospect before him, a young man 
will, in many cases, rightly refrain from 
taking holy orders. It will be a very 
serious thing, not only for the Church 
of England, but for the whole country, 
and above all for the poor, and especially 
for the agricultural poor, if the Universi- 
ties cease to supply their proper quota 
of candidates for orders. Let that posi- 
tion be borne in mind when we come to 
the House and ask on the part of the 
clergy that they should receive some 
relief from Imperial resources. Bui I 
wish to say one thing that has been said 
often before in similar discussions, but 
cannot be said with too much emphasis, 
that the clergy do not ask for any excep- 
tional treatment. It is unfair to talk of 
the clergy asking for special endowment. 
They do not come in forma pauperis: 
they appeal to the House because it 
represents justice. They ask for their 
acnitted rights as citizens, and nothing 
more. The clergy have been patient— 
how patient is known only to those who 
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are conversant with the inner history of 
many a country vicarage. But it is not 
only their right, it is their duty to make 
their remonstrance heard against the 
wholly exceptional burden under which 
they labour ; a burden which must inter- 
fere with their opportunities and power 
to discharge their duties, which must 
interfere with their energies, and must 
circumscribe their ability to minister to 
the temporal as well as the spiritual in- 
terests of the poor. We make this appeal 
to the Government, and we know that 
the Government fully appreciates the 
grievances from which the clergy suffer. 
That has been admitted on two occa- 
sions by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and in common with other Members of 
the House, I feel certain that no one can 
be more desirous than the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, or nobody more desirous 
than the Government, to remedy a griev- 
ance which has been recognised as excej- 
tional and unique. I have no doubt the 
Government will seek to take the ear- 
liest opportunity of doing so. Our 
desire, the desire of my honourable 
Friends and myself, is respectfully to 
urge upon the Government the extreme 
desirability of rendering this relief at 
the earliest possible moment. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, N.): While 
I sympathise with the Amendment, 


I think the remedy which the mover 
and seconder have indicated is in the 
wrong direction, because, as I have 
always maintained, the only way of 
relieving the tithe-payers of their rates 
and taxes is by a scheme of redemption. 
Something has been said about the 
Report of the Local Taxation Com- 
mission being issued as soon as 
possible, so that we may know 
what they would do; but we have 
already had two Reports from Royal 
Commissions. There was the important 
and influential Commission on tithe 
rent charge which sat in 1891, which 
was presided over by the late Lord 
Basing, and of which the right honourable 
Member for Wolverhampton was one of 
the members. That Commission reported 
unanimously in favour of a tithe redemp- 
tion scheme. There was also the Royal 
Commission on Agricultural Depression, 
which reported in favour of tithe 
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redemption, and yet no Government 
takes any notice of these recommenda 
tions. When the present Government 
were in Opposition the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer put a Question on the Paper 
to the Government of the day asking why 
they did not introduce a tithe redemp- 
tion scheme. The Government refused to 
do so. Now my right honourable Friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer gets a 
chance himself, but he does not intro- 
duce a tithe redemption scheme. We 
are asked about the Report of this Royal 
Commission, but I do not see what good 
the Report will do, for the Government 
will probably not do anything. The 
method of tithe redemption is no new 
scheme ; it was introduced in the Glebe 
Land (Sales) Act, passed two years ago. 
If that method can be applied to the sale 
of glebe land, why not in respect of tithes? 
In the case of Greece the Government 
lately guaranteed a loan, and the money 
was subscribed at 2} per cent. Why 
should not the Government guarantee a 
loan on the land at 24 per cent., to pay 
off the tithes?) The honourable Member 
for Rochester found great fault with the 
way in which the assessment committees 
assessed tithe, but I think the honourable 
Member is entirely wrong. The iaw is 
that the tithe is assessed at the annual 
value as regulated by the Tithe Act. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: That is not 


the question. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS : 

in error. The 
cannot go beyond the law; they carry 
out the law, and are not allowed to make 
the reductions which the noble Lordé 
What I want to insist upon is 
that the assessment committees must 
assess the tithe at its annual value. The 
honourable Member for Rochester men 
tioned a case in which the tithe-owner had 
£60 a year, and had to pay £225 to 
a curate and £46 in rates and taxes. 
The honourable Member must have made 
a mistake. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: No; I did 
not make a mistake. 
*Mr. JEFFREYS: A tithe-owner, like 


other people, has to pay his rates and 
taxes. 


My noble Friend is 


assessment committees 


desires. 
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Viscount CRANBORNE: This is o 
case where the tithe came to £60, and 
out of that, if I may use an Irish expres- 
sion, the owner had to pay £225 to a 
curate and £46 in rates and taxes. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS: That is going into a 
different question. Many honourable 
Members seem to think that land and 
tithe are the only classes of property in 
the parish which pay rates ; but, as every 
honourable Gentleman knows who has a 
house in the country, he has to pay a 
high rateable assessment on it. It will 
also be within the knowledge of the House 
that our farmhouses and farm buildings are 
separately assessed, and I think it is a great 
shame. The friends of the clergy make 
a mistake when they bring up this ques- 
tion as if the clergy were the only class 
that suffered. There are other people 
besides the tithe-payers who are very 
heavily burdened. No doubt the rates of 
the country have risen, but it is on 
account of the natural requirements of 
the people. The people in the county 
now insist upon having good roads, and 
the roads in the country are a great deal 
better than the roads in London. We 
pay an immense amount of money in the 
country on the improvements in roads 
and on steam-rolling. In the year 1867 
we did not spend nearly so much as what 
we now spend. In Hampshire, for 
instance, we spend £2,000 a year 
rolling for the benefit of 
ladies and gentlemen who come from 
the towns, in order that they may bicycle 
in comfort over our roads. The State 
ought to keep up the highways. The 
rates are increasing, no doubt, year after 
year, not because any Act of Parliament 
has been passed to relieve the land by 
throwing a heavier burden upon the rate- 
payers, but because of the natural 
requirements of the ratepayers, who ask 
for better roads, more police, isolation 
infectious hospitals, and other improve- 
ments. All these improvements take 
money, and have to be borne by the rate- 
payers. With reference to the burden 
of local taxation, all that has already 
been considered by a Royal Com- 
mission; but I may point out to 
the House that the assessment of 
& parish where building is taking 
place is constantly altering. In some 
country parishes the assessment remains 


on steam 
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the same year after year, but in parishes 
where new houses are being erected it 
is constantly altering. On the other 
hand, where houses are unoccupied, they. 
are not assessed, and therefore redemp- 
tion would not, in the long run, make 
any great difference, because all these 
varying circumstances would be con- 
sidered. Mr. Speaker, I will not con- 
tinue the discussion on that point, be- 
cause you have told me I cannot go into 
the redemption scheme, but I would 
point out to my honourable Friend, who 
objects to these heavy payments by the 
clergy out of a slender income, that the 
best thing he can do is to urge the 
Government to carry out the recommen- 
dations of two Royal Commissions which 
have already reported on the subject, 
and not wait for the report of another 
Royal Commission, which might not be 
as favourable. He canmot do better than 
urge the Government to bring in a re 
demption scheme as quickly as possible. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): Of 
course, I am aware that the views of 
an agricultural Member on questions of 
finance are not of the slightest interest 
to Members of this House. All I want 
to say is that I support the Amend- 
ment of the honourable Member for 
South Warwickshire, and I further de- 
sire to call the attention of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to the possibility 
of the remission of the land tax under 
a certain amount. An Amendment to 
this effect was moved to the Budget 
resolution, and a similar resolution will 
be moved in Committee. I speak 
entirely from an impartial standpoint. 
I am not a member of the Church Com- 
mittee, and I do not suppose they would 
take me as a recruit even if I offered 
myself. The case of the clergy is 
undoubtedly uncommonly hard. The 
Rating Act, which has relieved the neces- 
sities of the agricultural interest to 
some extent, has done much more harm 
than good to the clerical tithe-owners. 
When rates are fixed tithe is considered : 
when rates are reduced it is not con- 
sidered at all. The parson is the only 
man who pays rates on his clerical in- 
come. ‘There is one case with which I 
will trouble the House. It is that of a 
rector of a parish in the division I re- 
present. His income is £145 a year, 
but it is reduced to £89, and after that 
he has to pay £44 a year, leaving him 
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only half his nominal income. Surely 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 
has reduced the tobacco duty by 
£1,100,000, could spare a tenth of that 
sum to relieve the injustice of which we 
complain, seeing that there is an in- 
creased revenue under every head, and 
that £3,500,000 is obtained from death 
duties, which some years ago would be 
absolutely impossible. On the question 
of the death duties I should like to say 
that there never was such a 
sic 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
West Mcnmoutu and the death duties ; 
and if I, as an agricultural Member, had 
thought as much about the death duties 


case 


Vos TON 


five years ago as I have done since, 
should not have gone into the Lobby 


hy 


honourable Gentleman, 
I hope the Chancellor of 
r will give his favourabl 
consideration to the case which has been 
presented on behalf of the clergy. 
*CoLtoneL WILLIAMS (Dorset, W.): It 
was said by the honourable Member for 


against the right 
as I did then. 


the Excheque e 


the Mansfield Division that this is a 
question between the clergy and the 
Government, but that there is a third 
party to it—the ratepayer. I think 
there is a third party, but ,it 
is not only the ratepayer, but the 
nation at large, for it must be remem- 
bered that the Amendment only pro- 


poses a remission in favour of clergymen 
in whose case it can be shown that they 
are more than their due 
share of local taxation. 
that any feelings of honourable 
bers with reference to the 
Church would prevent them from remov- 


contributing 


ing an injustice if it be proved to exist.| 


There is a great deal of confusion as to 


of | 


| come to the tempora 
vobis as that of the right | 


> not believe| 
I de not b li ve| produce the 
Mem- | 


Established | 
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| 
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|it to the Government—fo: t! 


what tithe really is. I was much| 
struck the other day, in reading the 


Report of the Local Taxation Commis- 
sion, with the following 
think, by the Chairman, 
“Ts not tithe received, and rent paid, 
and can thev be classed alike?” But 
surely the proper way to look at it is 
this: the land produces a certain value, 
which is divided into two parts, which I 
may call the temporal part and the 
spiritual part—one for temporal purposes, 
the other for religious purposes. The 
part which is given for religious purposes 
has been, by prescription and law, en- 
titled the parson’s freehold, but it is not 


to a witness: 


Major Rasch. 
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a freehold in the strict sense—it is not 
the actual possession of so many acres ; it 
only means the freehold enjoyment of 
the income frem the land. When we 
come to the rating of the land it is 
necessary to find a certain basis for 
assessment, and that basis is found in 
two entirely different ways for the two 
parts. The religious part of the land is 
assessed at practically its full value, with 
a few slight reductions, but we 
part there is, first 
t the whole of the 
wrt. Suppose the 


when 


of all, deducted from i 
value of the religious p: 





rent of a farm is £690, and the tithe 
£150; the proporticn rent to tithe 
is four to one, but before you deal 
with the assessment you deduct the 
tithe from the value of the farm—£150 
from £600-—leaving £150, and reducing 
the proportion between rent and tithe 


from four to one to three to 
Wa 


one. In that 
y alone an injustice is created as against 
the tithe-owner, because he has to pay on 
npared with 

Then it 


® greater proportion as ¢ 
the other part of the land. 


18 
1s 


contended that the product of the land 
in the case cf tithe 1e8 into the 
owner’s pocket without any effort. In 
the case of the tempora! pi duct we take 
into consideration that farmers have cer- 
tain charges to meet, and these are de 
ducted before he is assessed. But that 
consideration is not al! ito enter into 


the case of tithe, and it is assessed at its 
full value, when it seems 


amount of 


to me the same 
labour is 
value of th 
that value is used for i 
gious purposes. 


required to 
land whether 
oral or reli- 
It is ridiculous to blame 
assessment committees, as they cannot do 
anything else; but I should like to put 
he injustice, 
njustice by practice, 
is an injustice by law—whether the law 
Another argument 
sometimes mentioned why tithe 
should be assessed at its full value, and 
that is its security. But a bank is not 
rated higher than a powder mill, because 
the occupation carried on in it is safer. 
Income from consols does not pay more 
income tax than a less safe income from 
another source, and I do not understand 
why tithe should, for rating purposes, be 
assessed higher than other property. It 
is also said that tithe did not participate 
in the full effects of the fall in agricul- 
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tural prices. That is quite true, but the 
fact only helps to emphasize the diffi- 
culties of the case, because it throws a 
larger burden of extra rates upon the 
tithe than would otherwise be the case. 
I hope [ havo not detained the House tvo 
long, but I wish very earnestly to impress 
onthe Government that this is a case of 
injustico end hardship. I have not said 
a word about the sufferings of the clergy. 
That is not germane to the question, 
but assuredly y they have suffered. This 
s a quest of justice. It is on that 
ground |] aia to put it, and I hope the 
Government ¥ fect a eae 








Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): Hon- 


ourable Gentlemen opposite have been 
ious in their accord that an addi- 
tional injustice hag been inflicted on the 
clergy by reason of the Agricultural 
Ratine Act. The note struck in that 
respect has been re-echoed by other Mem- 
bers of this House. Now, I venture to say 
that that is a that meets with 
accord on this side. It is an injustice 
that an increase of rates should be 
, iculer class with undue 
the injustice which 
ble Lord proposes to perpetuate 
rease in revard to another class. 
The ratepayers do tirely consist of 
those having avricultural interests. There 
are also other interests—the unfortunate 
tradesman, the cottager, the ordinary 
resident, who has to pay rates. Now, 
what honourable M 





unani 








sentiment 





not en 


embers opposite pro- 
pose is, that the whole burden of the 
increased rates should be thrown on the 
trading and residential community, and 
that which they denounced as an injus- 
tice in the case of the clergy does not 
appear to them as an injustice in the 
case of the trading and residential com- 
munity. Now I waited to see if anyone 
would answer in objection to the Amend- 
ment. We have heard of various hard- 
ships on the clergy. The noble Lord the 
Member for Rochester gave one instance 
of a clergyman whose outgoings exceeded 
his income. Well, Sir, I belong to a 
profession, the far larger proportion of 
the members of which would, I think, say 
that their outgoing s considerably exceeded 
their income; and yet I do not see the 
able and distinguished head of my pro- 
fession in his place to put forward this 
plea on our behalf. Rates are paid on 
buildings which, year after year, do not 








{6 June 1898} Bill. 766 


‘ 


bring a profit, so that the plea that a 
man’s outcome exceeds his income is 
scmewhat novel. I think an honourable 
Member opposite has advanced an argu- 
ment which many of his friends would 
bo glad to withdraw. He pointed out 
that he observed in the University he 
represented there were fewer graduates 
coming from the country parts, and that 
of those who did come, fewer of them 
showed any desire to go back to country 
parts. He said that this change had 
taken place within the last few years 
with the fall in agriculture. Now, Sir, 
it would be a most unfortunate thing if 
fewer persons entered the Church, because 
if so we would be much the poorer. Is 
it to be suggested that the community 
as a whole are to be called upon to con- 
tribute towards the provisional clergy of 
the Church of England, for that 
would be the plain result? Because 
some members of the Church of 
England find they are not getting suffi- 
cient stipend, therefore the State is to 
be called upon to make good the defi- 
ciency in the funds of the wealthiest 
Church in the world. That is not credit- 
able to the Church of England. 





Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus- 
sex, Horsham): Mr. Speaker: We 
are attempting to deal with one 
corner of a vast subject, but I 
do not think anyone is likely to form an 
opinion from what is spoken from the 
floor of this House. I sympathise with 
the difficulties under which the clergy 
are labouring, and with the support of 
the Government, which acknowledges the 
grievances under which the clergy were 
labouring in the maiter of local taxation, 
but I think the remedy lies in another 
direction altogether. I think, myself 
that it would have been impossible for 
the Government to have dealt with this 
subject in the course of the Agricultural 
Rating Bill, because, if I rightly under- 

stand that Measure, it was founded on 
the second Report of the Royal Commis- 
sion, and I do not think there was one 
single word in that which alluded to the 
position of the titheowner as a rate- 
payer. On the other hand, if it was to 
be admitted that the tithe was to be 
regarded on the same footing, it would 
be impossible to exclude the laymen from 
the benefit of the Act. But, Sir, the 
grievance is a very real and true one. I 
had only this morning a letter from a 
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clergyman, in which he said he had a 
demand for poor rate for £21 for the 
half-year on an income of £100. Let 
any honourable Member try and under- 
stand what a half-yearly rate of £21, or 
a yearly rate of £42 on an income of 
£100, means. I think it will be admitted 
that the clergy have just reason to com- 
plain. In my opinion, the true remedy 
is by changing the law of assessment. If 
«lergymen were assessed on a true basis 
the grievance would disappear. It 
‘would be out of order for me to enlarge 
on that subject at the present time, but 
{ thoroughly agree with what fell from 
the honourable and gallant Member for 
Essex, and an attempt should be made 
in the present Session of Parliament to 
deal with the question, and the best 
thing would be to relieve all the small 
jivings from the burdens under which 
they at present labour. I hope the hon- 
ourable and gallant Member will put 
down that Amendment, and, if he does, 
{ will give him my support. 


*TuHe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, Bristol, 
W.): This has been rather a remarkable 
Debate for the Second Reading of a 
Budget Bill. It is pointed out by the 
honourable Member for the Mansfield 
Division that this Amendment is directly 
aimed at the financial scheme of Her 


Finance 


Majesty’s Government, and that its 
passage would involve not only the 


defeat of that scheme, but the resigna- 
tion of the Government who proposed it. 
Well, Sir, I dont think that is the 
desire of my honourable Friend who pro- 
posed the Amendment. He has fully 
explained to the House that his desire 
is, not to carry the Amendment or to 
divide the House on it, but to call the 
attention of the House and the public t 
what in his opinion isa very considerable 
vrievance on the part of the clergy 
Now, I do not complain at all of that 
course, for after a full Debate last year 
the House, by a considerable majority, 
affirmed the existence of the grievance. 
But I must say I rather regret some of 
the suggestions which have rather 
unwittingly been made to the House in 
the course of the Debate. Now, ct 
course, mv honourable Friend who pro- 
posed this Motion and my honourable 
Friend the Member for Cambridge Uni- 
versity had no idea in their minds of a 
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grant from the Exchequer, either to 
recoup the owners of tithe rent charge 
for the reduced value of the property, or 
to redress any difficulty in finding a suffi- 
cient number of University candidates to 
take orders in the Church of England. 
That suggestion was made by the honour- 
able Member opposite, and, of course, 
from his point of view, it led him to a 
comparison between a voluntary and 
Established Church, and a threat that all 
such demands would be resisted. Well, 
I do not believe that any honourable 
Member on this side of the House could 
reasonably dream of making such de 


mands. Now, what is the question before 
us? As my honourable Friend the Mem- 


ber for Sussex said, the question is really 
one of local taxation, and not. of Imperial 
taxation in the first instance, and I regret 
that in the course of the discussion 
of this matter in the country, requests 
have been made to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment which point to nothing less than the 
total exemption, as I understand them, 
not merely of the tithe-rent charge, but 
of the whole income of the clergy from 
local taxation. I do not believe that 
any such proposition as that is a practical 
one; I don’t believe it .would be just 
to the other classes of the community. 
It is all very well to say that you ought 
not to tax clergymen in this way more 
than the lawyer or the doctor, but, as 
a matter of fact, they have been taxed in 
this way for centuries past. That being 
so, to ask the Government to relieve pro- 
perty from taxation which has been so 
long subject to it, either at the expense 
of other ratepayers or at the expense of 
the taxpayers generally, is not a practical 
request. I admitted last year, and I 
feel now, that the case of the clergy with 
reference to local taxation is hard. I 
think there is a great deal in what my 


honourable Friend who has just sat 
J 


down said with reference to the m: ‘ner 
in which the tithe charge is ass.-sed. 
Other speakers on this side have ‘luded 


to the same point, and it was alluded 
to in the discussion last year. I do 
not myself believe—if I may ventr~e t» 
say so with all respect to thosa "© irom 
made them—all the statemen‘ derstand 
have been made as to the ext: ‘ordinary 
amount of rates compared with their in 
comes which aro sometimes paid by the 
clergy. I have investigated some of these 
statements myself, and I have found that 
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the clergyman—no doubt unwittingly— 
has returned the total amount of rates 
which he paid, as if they were paid merely 
on the smali income of his benefice, 
though a considerable part of them was 
charged on the value of an excellent 
house. Nobody can contend that the 
clergyman ought not to pay rates on his 
house as much as anybody else. There- 
fore, I feel that very often cases of this 
kind have been brought forward which 
have not been sufficiently tested before 
being submitted to the public. But what 
is the real position? My honourable 
Friend the Member for Cambridge Uni- 
versity says there has been a wrong com- 
mitted which requires a remedy, and my 
honourable Friend who moved this 
Amendment says that a remedy should be 
found. But nobody has suggested what 
the remedy should be. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS: Yes; I did. 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: Yes, the honourable Mem- 
ber for Hampshire did suggest that the 
tithes should be redeemed. I know that 
he has devoted great attention to this 
question, and I think there is a good 
deal to be said for his view of the case. 
I think, also, that the tithes should be 
redeemed. But I do not think that you 
could carry through Parliament a scheme 
for the compulsory redemption of tithes. 
If you can only introduce and carry a 
scheme for the voluntary redemption of 
tithes, the redemption money, if invested 
in any securities in which it could be 
invested for the benefit of the living, 
would return so low a rate of interest as to 
deprive the tithe-owner of a very con- 
siderable part of his present income. 
But, Sir, with that exception, no one has 
suggested what the remedy is to be. As 
I saiu last year, and as has been ad- 
mittec in the course of this Debate, this 
is buesa part of the great question of 
local ta: tion which is at present under 
the consideration of a Royal Commission. 
I stated last year, and I will state again 
‘dav that it is absolutely impossible 
the mew . . 
that the uke one part of this question 
- . . \Xation out of the hands of 
that Comu. ssion, and to make a proposel 
with regard to it without any sugges- 
tion from the Commission. that in their 
Opinion it is a matter which should be 
dealt with before any other part of the 
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question. That is the position now. 
It has been stated by more than one 
of the honourable Members who have 
taken part in this Debate, notably by 
my noble Friend the Member for Roches- 
ter, that the clergy have had a special 
grievance inflicted upon them on ac- 
count of the passing of the Agricultural 
Rating Act. That statement has been 
very frequently made. I have seen it 
constantly repeated in the columns of the 
press and I have seen it supported 
with great delight by those who 
are vigorously opposed to the Agri- 
cultural Rating Act. Well, at my in- 
stance, my right honourable Friend the 
President of the Local Government Board 
collected a very large number of cases 
in which complaints were made by clergy- 
men that the Agricultural Rating Act 
had injuriously affected them, and he 
had those 


cases investigated by 
officers of his department on ths 
spot. I have the records of several 


of the cases here. There are 
some 15 or 16 cases. I _ cannot, 
of course, go into details, because this 
really is only an incidental question, and 
it is impossible to go at length into the 
rating question now, but perhaps I may 
be permitted to give the general effect 
of some of the cases, as the matter has 
been raised. I do not believe for a 
moment that it can be shown that— 
except to a very small amount indeed, and 
in a very few cases—the Agricultural 
Rating Act has injuriously affected clergy- 
men at all. What has happened has 
been this. No doubt there are many 
cases in rural parishes in the country 
where the charges on the rates have in- 
creased owing to increased expenditure, 
but that is not due to the Agri- 
cultural Rating Act. No doubt there 
are other cases in which, imme- 
diately after the Agricultural Rating 
Act came into operation, the rates in 
the parish enormously went up. I have 
some cases here. But why? Everybody 
who knows anything about the way in 
which local taxation is levied knows this: 
that very often the precept of the collect- 
ing authority on the parish will be for 
one part of the year very much larger 
than in the preceding or the subsequent 
part of the year. A parish is in debt to 
the spending authority, and a larger sum 
has to be raised in one half-year to meet 
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the balance than would be raised in an 
ordinary half-year, and the following and 
subsequent half-years are very much less. 
That constantly happens. Then there 
have been cases in which the guardians, 
as a spending authority, have made 
to the Local Government Board in- 
correct returns of the money that has 
been spent, and consequently the Local 
Government Board did not give sufficient 
grant in the first instance. Subsequently 
the mistake has been rectified. If I am 
not wearying the House, I should like to 
quote three or four cases which show 
what Imean. Here is the case of a Wilt- 
shire parish, where a clergyman com- 
plained that his rate had increased 1s. 5d. 
in the £. To anybody who knows 
the poundage rate that is a very large 
amount. Now, what does that mean? 
It was found to be due to increased 
county council expenditure and to greatly 
increased exceptional expenditure for the 
year by the guardians and by the district 
council. The same reason accounted for 
an increase in a Hampshire parish. Ina 
Berkshire parish the rates had increased 
by lld. in the £. Of that increase 
no less than 52 per cent. was due to 
county council expenditure, 30 per cent. 
to guardians’ expenditure, and 69 per 
cent. to the district council requirements. 
In a Suffolk parish the rate in the £ 
was doubled, and the clergyman put it 
down to the Agricultural Rating Act. 
His rate was raised by £21 in the year 
simply because the parish had raised 
very much less than was required in the 
year before the Agricultural Rating Act 
wags passed, and very much more than 
was required after the Act came into 
effect. In a Derbyshire parish the total 
increase was 2s. 2d. in the £ because 
the requirements of the local authority 
had increased. The parish had also been 
over-rated Is. 3d. in the £ by the 
guardians, 4$d. in the £ was due to 
the county council expenditure, and only 
23d. was due to the Agricultural Rating 
Act. Then here is the case of a Glouces- 
ter parish, which I know well, where it 
was alleged by a clergyman that the 
vicar had had his rates raised by £10 
by the Agricultural Rating Act, while a 
large farmer was only relieved to the 
extent of £1 in all. The overseers of 
the parish, however, after the parish had 
been credited with its share of the agri- 
cultural grant, tried to strike a rate on 
the old basis, and thus rated agricultural 
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land twice over. This was declared 
illegal, and when the legal rate was raised 
the agricultural land was relieved by 8d. 
in the while the 


£, rate on 
tithe rent charge was increased by 
2d. in the £, due, as in other 
cases, to increased expenditure. In 


the union of St. Ives the rate was said 
to have risen from 2s. to 3s. in the £. 
An exceptional highway rate of £135 
accounted for a rise of 104d. in the 
£, but the rate fell to £23 in the 
immediate succeeding half-year. I have 
picked out the worst cases I could find, 
and I should be very glad to show the 
results to any honourable Member who 
takes an interest in the matter. I have 
all the facts by me, and I can assure 
honourable Members that these are fair 
samples of the result, when the cases are 
investigated. I can only repeat that, in 
my belief, the effect of the Agricultural 
Rating Act in raising the rates paid either 
by the owners of tithe rent-charge or by 
cottagers or shopkeepers in any parish 
has been absolutely infinitesimal, and 
practically confined to those cases where 
it is very well known that the Act did 
not provide a corresponding grant for the 
overseers’ expenses and. for the parish 
council rate, of which, after the passing 
of the Act, land only paid half. Sir, it 
appears to me that I have really detained 
the House too long upon this matter, and 
I can only say that I sympathise as much 
as any honourable Member of this House 
with the position in which many of the 
clergy find themselves under the present 
condition of affairs. Their incomes have 
fallen heavily owing to the fall im tithe 


rent charge. There are symptoms 
that tithe may tend to _ increase 
next year. If this year is going 


to be a fat year in corn averages, 
and supplants, as it will supplant, a lean 
year, the result will tell at once. I feel 
that this question will be considered sym 
pathetically by the Royal Commission in 
dealing with the subject of local taxa- 
tion; and I can only add what I said 
last year on behalf of Her Majesty's 
Government—namely, that if we have 
any proposal before us from the Royal 
Commission which may alleviate the com 
dition of the clergy in this matter, our 
best attention will be given to it with the 
view of finding a solution which will 
relieve them, and at the same time be 
fair to other ratepayers. 





Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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*Sir W. HARCOURT : I do not rise for 

the purpose of taking part in this general 
discussion; I am quite content to leave 
the question to be settled between the 
right honourable Gentleman and his sup- 
porters. I only desire to take notice of one 
statement which he made, and which I 
think was an important one bearing on 
this question. He asked, Is it possible 
that clergymen can claim to be exempted 
from the rating of tithe? and he added 
that they have been rated ever since the 
time of Elizabeth. Yes, Sir, but not only 
have the clergy been rated since the time 
of Elizabeth, but the landed interest also 
has been rated since that time. 
The right honourable Gentleman says it 
would be utterly impracticable to exempt 
from the charge an interest which has 
been rated since the time of Elizabeth, 
but he found no difficulty in exempting 
from one-half of the charge an interest 
which has likewise been rated ever since 
the time of Elizabeth. This was done in 
a moment under the pretence of the ruin 
of that interest which he says now has had 
a fat year, and he offered the consolation of 
a fat year to the clergyman, and for the 
landowner in that fat year he gives him 
exemption from half the charge. This dis- 
cussion is an admirable reading on the 
Agricultural Rating Act, and from that 
point of view I listened to it with the 
greatest interest, and it will be studied 
throughout the country by those classes 
which have been charged since the time 
of Elizabeth, but which have not been 
exempted from half their charges. Those 
classes are the clergymen, the trades- 
men, and the householders of the coun- 
try, and I think the right honourable 
Gentleman must know w hat i is the opinion 
that exists not only in the towns, but the 
rural districts among those who do not 
happen to belong to the exempted inte- 
rest. Then the right honourable Gentle- 
man made another remark. He said 
this question of rating is a great ques- 
tion. So it is. He added that it can- 
not be dealt with in regard to one inte- 
rest alone. But it has been dealt with 
in regard to one interest alone, and every 
proposition which the right honourable 
Gentleman has la:d down in his speech 
is 2 contradiction and a condemnation of 
the principie on which the Agricultural 
Rating Act was passed. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or THE 
CHEQUER: 


EX- 
What I said was that we 
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had ourselves referred this question of 
local taxation to a Royal Commission, 
and we could not, without a Report from 
them, take one part of the question out 
of the cognisance of the Royal Commis- 
sion we had appointed and deal with it 
separately. The Agricultural Rating Act 
was based on the recommendation of a 
Royal Commission, which had been ap- 
pointed by the Government of which the 
honourable 


right Gentleman was a 
Member. 
*Sm W. HARCOURT: Yes, Sir. But 


they would not wait for the Report of the 
Royal Commission. We pressed it over and 
over again, but in so great a hurry were © 
they that an interim Report was prepared 





in order—there being a surplus which 
they inherited—to make a gift of the 


surplus to the landowners of the country. 
That interim Report was brought forward 
and the money of the taxpayer was dis- 
posed of at once without any such con- 
sideration of the whole matter. Yet we 
are now told that unless you consider the 
whole question of rating it is very unfair 
to deal with one interest alone—that of 
the clergyman; it would be quite im- 
practicable. But you found no difficulty 
in dealing with a much larger interest 
than the clergy, and leaving out in the 
cold the tradesmen, the householders in 
the towns and in the country, and you 
committed, in my opinion—and I have 
never altered that opinion—a grave in- 
justice; and, as far as I can observe, 
throughout the country that opinion is 
growing and asserting itself on every 
occasion when the constituencies are able 
to speak upon the subject. I do not 
wonder that one of the interests which 
have suffered as the clergy have suffered 
should make this protest. I do not agree 
with the right honourable Gentleman in 
his statement that where rates rise they 
do not fall more heavily upon the non- 
exempted classes. It unquestionably does 
so. I know instances in which it has 
done so, and I am not surprised at this 
outcry. But the largest interest of all 
consists in the householders of this 
country, who have had no _ relief 
from this charge, and no exemp- 
tion. I do not wonder that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer finds himself 
in difficulties. He knows that if he had 
to confer the same boon on the other 
classes of the community which he has 
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granted to one particular class it would 
cost many millions of money, probably 
five times as much as he has granted to 
this particularly favoured interest. Every 
occasion like the present throws light on 
the injustice of that act of class legisla- 
tion, and it will open the eyes of the 
community, and, I hope, tend to pre 
vent in the future such unjust financial 
legislation as that exhibited in the Agri- 
cultural Rating Act. 

CommanperR BETHELL: I do not quite 
gather which side the right honour- 
able Gentleman takes in his argu- 
ment, whether he supported the clergy 
or not, and I do not suppose tHat 
anybody else does. I want to ob- 
serve that my right honourable Friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, oddly 
enough, omitted to comment upon the 
suggestion that has been so often made 
to remove the complaints made by the 
clergy. I pointed out to the honourable 
and gallant Gentleman opposite and to 
‘my right honourable Friend that the 
clergy stand in a different position from 
the owners of other hereditaments, for 
the reason that their income which is 
taxed comes from the land, and that on the 
land, if it is assessed, the assessment is 
diminished in virtue of the tithe the 
clergyman pays. The claim, therefore, of 
the clergy, which I understand to be 
made, is that they should be treated as 
the other occupiers of land are treated, 
and that is a claim which is undoubtedly 
just. They are differentiated from other 
people. The incomes of other people do 
not come from land in the way in which 
the tithe comes from land. The tithe- 
owners claim the same exemption, no 
worse and no better, that the occupiers 
of land have, and, seeing that the occu- 
piers of land have had that relief, I 
maintain that the clergy ought to have 
the same relief. It is perfectly true that 
the question is complicated by non- 
clerical owners of tithe, but I do not 
think that that is a complication which 
makes a solution of this question so diff- 
cult as the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
seems to suggest. At any rate, in his 
reply upon this question, my right 
honourable Friend ought to have dealt 
with this subject, and ought to have 
shown us why it is that the tithe-owner 
draws his income from land, and that the 
value of that land having diminished in 
virtue of the tax heis not to be relieved of 


Sir W. Harcourt. 








part of his rate in the same way as other 
occupiers of land are relieved. I do not 
think that there is any considerable de- 
mand upon the part of the clergy to be 
relieved altogether of rates; all that 
they claim is that they should be re. 
lieved of half the rates in the same sense 
as, and no less and no more than, other 
occupiers of land are relieved.. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): | 
am one of those who objected to 
the system on which the Agricultural 
Rating Act was carried, and I am sure 
that this Debate clearly shows that the 
passing of that Act was premature, 
because it did not embrace the whole of 
the cases. I heartily sympathise with the 
Resolution, and if it is carried to a Divi- 
sion I should certainly vote for it. It 
seems to me that the clergy are entitled 
to the same advantage as others have 
had under the Agricultural Rating Act. 
But even the clergy do not include all 
the cases of hardship, and that shows 
clearly what a mistake it is to deal with 
& question of this sort piecemeal. When 
this large sum of two millions was being 
dealt with, two years ago, the Govern- 
ment should have fairly adjusted it for 
the relief of all hardships, so that jus 
tice could have been done to all classes 
concerned. Take the large class of fac- 
tory owners; there are many cases in 
which owners of factories pay in rates 
more than they are producing in income, 
Their case is equally as hard as that of 
the clergy, although they are not quite so 
successful in appealing to our sympathies 
as the clergy are. It seems to me to be 
a very unfortunate thing to deal with a 
matter such as this without dealing with 
it as a whole; and that is my great 
objection to the course the Government 
have taken in this matter, that they have 
dealt with it piecemeal, and have dealt 
injustice to other sections of the com- 
munity which are outside the special 
classes. 

*Mr. MORE (Shropshire, Ludlow) 
considered that the grievance of the 
tithe-owner was not so much from 
the small point of rating as it was 
on the point of tithe being charged 
on corn averages, with which tithe had 
no necessary connection. He had seen 
a letter in the 7imes some time ago to 
the effect that Lord Grey, who wrote 
it, said that he was the only survivor of 
those who fixed the corn averages, and 
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admitted the mistake in not making tithe 
a fixed charge. In the year 1888 he him- 
self moved for a Committee of the House 
to inquire into the subject. He then said 
that tithe would fall to 60, and those hon 
ourable Members who represented the 
Church in the House in those days ridi- 
culed the idea, when then it was at par. 
It was a difficult subject, no doubt, for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to deal 
with, but the difficulty consisted of not 
knowing at what figure it ought to be 
fixed. He did not agree with the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that the recent 
slight rise in the price of wheat would 
do anything at all to relieve the clergy. 
He based that conclusion on his ex- 
perience of the misleading character of 
the market prices of barley, because it 
was a fact that very often the best barley 
did not get into the tithe averages at all, 
it having been sold privately. These 
corn averages were injurious to the 
farmers, and were acknowledged to be 
most unjust to the tithe-owners. But it 
was not the Land Rating Act that had 
increased rates on tithes beyond the ex- 
pense of the assistant overseers. He had 
examined many cases sent him, and found 
they were all mistakes. It was the ex- 
pense of county councils that increased 
the county rates, and so increased the 
rates on tithes. In one case rates were 
increased eleven times, frequently quad- 
rupled, and the clergy complained, as 
the ratepayers generally complained. 
*Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer: 
sity): I wish to express my satisfaction 
with the general tone of this Debate. 
I have the honour to represent a con- 
siderable number of those who suffer. 
The Debate upon this question to-day 
has been of a uniform character, no one 
on either side of the House having denied 
the great suffering which many of the 
clergy are now enduring. As has been 
pointed out, it is owing to the increased 
standard of their work which now 
prevails that their burdens are greater 
than they were formerly, for such in- 
creased provision often falls upon the 
clergy themselves. Whether or not the 
operation of the Agricultural Rating Act 
has intensified the burdens of the clergy 
nobody can deny the fact that the clergy 
bear a great proportion of the local bur- 
dens of the country, and I should hope 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would have 
no difficulty in providing that all persons 
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assessed under a certain value should be 
exempted from the land tax, which would 


relieve to a certain extent, the 
burdens the clergy have to_ bear. 
I rise in support of the honour- 


able Gentleman who brought for- 
ward the Resolution this afternoon, but 
I would suggest to him that he should 
be satisfied with the discussion he has 
raised, and not ask for a decision of the 
question, because this matter, if pressed 
to a Division, would affect the whole -of 
the financial provisions of the year, 
which I am sure my honourable and gal- 
lant Friend does not desire. All that he 
wished to do has been done by the 
sympathetic discussion which has taken . 
place. 

*CoLtonEL MILWARD After the 
appeal which has been made to me by 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for the Oxford University and 
the honourable Member for Rochester 
I ask the permission of the House to 
withdraw this Motion. We have taken 
the only opportunity we had of bringing 
the matter before the House, and I thank 
the right ‘honourable Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for the 
manner in which he has listened to the 
proposal. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Certainly the 
honourable Gentleman opposite who 
has been wailing over the cruelties 
which have been perpetrated upon 
the clergy of the Church of Eng- 
jand is thankful for very small mercies. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has told 
them that there is nothing whatever in 
their case, and that he will not aid and 
abet them in any way, and then they 
get up—one honourable Gentleman gets 
up from the bandit bench, if I may use 
the expression, and the honourable and 
gallant Gentleman who raised the dis- 
cussion now wishes to withdraw his 
Motion. No, Sir, we will not agree to 
your withdrawing it, and as I said to my 
honourable Friend the Member for Mans- 
field, “if you will sacrifice yourself, I 
will sacrifice myself, and if you will tell 
with me, we will tell for the Motion, and 
force these honourable Gentlemen to go 
to a Division.” Now, I do point out to 
the House that the honourable Gentlemen 
opposite ought to be ashamed of what 
they have said to-day. The Church of 
England is the richest Church in the 
world, and they say they are worse off 
than any Dissenting community in the 
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the 

clergy get their money from? 
Well, 
follows that the honourable Gentlemen 
instead of coming 
attempting to put burdens 
shoulders of other people, should have 
put their hands into their own pockets 
and subscribed for themselves. 
know where we shall stop if this is 
When I first entered 
into political life I came into the House 
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Fitzmaurice. Lord Edmoni 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Fowler, Rt. Hn.SirH.(Wol’tn) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Augustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.i+20's) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
nee Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gunter, Colonel 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 


Akers- 


Harwood, George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hogan, yh Francis 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Hy. 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. L. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. H. Merton 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Kearley, Hudson E 


Cecil 


The House divided.—Ayes 215; 
27.—(Division List No. 
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as a staunch Radical, and what were the 
Radical opinions in those days? 
endow the Church any further, but to 
disestablish it—not to give it more, but 
to take away that which it had. 


Not to 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Question.” 


Noes 
124.) 


Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Col. William 


Kennaway, 
Kenyon-Slaney, 
Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence, Sir E, (Cornwall) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn-(Swns’a) 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Logan, John William 

Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lough, Thomas 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. E. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, {/has. (Liverpool) 
McCalmont, Mj.Gn. (Ant’mN) 
McEwan, William 

McIver, Sir Lewis 
McKenna, Reginald 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Hon. H. 8. (Hants) 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William George 
Mowbray, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Jos. A. (Northumb.) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, James 

Reid, Sir Robert T. 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. “paps 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbigts) | 
Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) | 
Robson, William Snowd m 
Roche, Hon. J. (East Kerry) | 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) | 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard | 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) | 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (R’nfr’w) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Bartley, George C. T. 

Bethell, Commander 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P.C. | 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart | 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St, Alb’ns) | 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) | 
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Souttar, Robinson 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G. (Oxf dUniv.} 
Tennant, Harold John 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Sea:e- 
Howell, William Tador 
Laurie, Lieut.-G:21eral 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Myers, William Henry 

Owen, Thomas 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
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| 
| 
| 
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Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und-L.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Jno. Carvell (Notts) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wodehouse, Edmond R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 

Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
Maddison. 





Hardy, Laurence 


*Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean) had given notice of the following 
Amendment— 

“That recent declarations of Ministers out- 


side Parliament appear to reveal a need for 
defence preparations inconsistent with the 


reduction of taxation proposed in the finance | 


measures of the year.”’ 


He said: The ground on which I am 
opposed to the Second Reading of the 
Bill is so fairly stated in the Amendment 
which I would have moved had the forms 
of the House permitted me to do so, that 
it is unnecessary for me to detain the 
House at any length in presenting rea- 
sons. Since the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer made his Budget speech several 
circumstances have occurred which go 
to show that he is less likely than he was 
at that time to have at his disposal the 
money he dealt with in that speech. As 
regards one of these matters, the result 


| expedition to Khartoum. 


of the appeal against the decision on the | 
death duties, I understand, is likely to | 


cost him a million of money, though, no 
doubt, the honourable 
hoping against hope that the House of 
Lords would upset the decision of the 
Court of Appeal. We wait for judgment 
of the House of Lords in this matter. 


Gentleman is | 


Verney, Hon. R. Greville 


Though it would not be right to discuss 
the matter now, it should be mentioned 
as likely to make a hole in the finances 
of the country. There is one matter, in 
regard to which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer himself informed the House 
that it would be his duty to make further 
demands, and that was in relation to the 
He recently in- 
formed the House that this country would 
have to contribute towards the expenses 
incurred by the Egyptian Government in 
connection with this expedition. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: I did not say that. I said 
I should have to make a proposal in 
regard to it, and I may now say that the 
proposal will not affect the Budget. 


*Sir C. DILKE: We have had experi- 
ence on former occasions of such matters 
which were not intended to affect the 
Budget of the year, but which ought to 
have affected that Budget, and which ad 
affect the Budget in the year which fol- 
lowed. We cannot go further in this 
matter until we know what the proposal 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer will 
be. The third matter which has affected 
the finances of the year, since the speech 





783 


on the Budget, concerns the enormous 
increase in the shipbuilding programme 
of the Empire of Russia. I should not 
be in order in doing more than mention- 
ing speeches made by Members of the 
Government, which pointed to a certain 
difference of opinion between this coun- 
try and Russia, but the Estimates of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, as accepted 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
referred to in his Budget speech, were 
attacked at the time as being dangerously 
low in regard to naval construction in 
the present year. Last year an addi- 
tional Vote of half a million had to be 
asked for, and rumour says that there 
is to be an additional Vote for the present 
year. Now, however, we can only deal with 
proposals on which the Bill was based, 
and accepted by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in February last. Since the 
Estimates were accepted by the Govern- 
ment there has been a very large in- 
crease in the shipbuilding programme 
of Russia. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty has given the House in- 
formation with regard to that change. 
He was asked a question to which 
his first answer was most reassur- 
ing. After he had given the answer to 
that question, a statement appeared in 
the newspapers which was quite different, 
and the right honourable Gentleman cor- 
rected the statement he made the pre- 
vious day. Certainly, the increas: ir the 
shipbuilding programme was very large 
indeed ; but besides the figures contained 
in his statement, we have the admitted 
fact that an Imperial ukase has 
been issued in Russia under which an 
enormous amount of money is to be 
spent on naval construction during the 
next few years. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty had already had a _ very 
heavy shortage of expenditure’ on 
shipbuilding and naval works, owing 
to the labour dispute, and other causes. 
Before that time alarming speeches were 
made by Her Majesty’s Ministers with 
regard to our relations with foreign 
Powers. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer in the month of January made a 
speech of the most alarming kind, and 
which undoubtedly caused a great deal 
of depression in all kinds of securities. 
The alarm raised by that speech was 
somewhat allayed by the declarations 
made by the First Lord of the Admiralty 
and the right honourable Gentleman him- 


Sir C. Dilke. 
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self; but more recently we have again 
been alarmed by rumours of a speech 
by the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, who is also Prime Minister, and 
therefore in a position of the highest 
responsibility, made at a banquet of the 
Institute of Country Bankers, in which he 
drew, according to the statements made 
by persons who were present—for the 
speech was not reported—a very alarm- 
ing picture of the foreign relations of 
this country, and insisted on the neces- 
sity of this country making preparations 
for war. An explanation was given by 
the right honourable Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the University of London, who 
was chairman at the dinner, and who 
wrote to the newspapers in order to 
remove the impression which the Prime 
Minister’s speech had produced. He 
admitted the depression of securities and 
the flatness of the Stock Exchange which 
had followed the delivery of that speech, 
but he said there was no justification 
whatever for the panic which had taken 
place, because, he said, Lord Salisbury 
had merely dwelt on the edvisability of 
increasing the naval and military esti- 
mates in face of existing circumstances. 
Now, Sir, that is my case. I do not 
need to ask what the Prime Minister 
actually said at that banquet or to 
refer to the alarming report which ap- 
peared next day. It is sufficient for my 
case to know from the explanation made 
by a Member of this House, who was in 
the chair on that that the 
Prime Minister’s speech amounted to an 
appeal to the bankers of this country to 
assent willingly to the large financial 
sacrifice and the great interference with 
trade which an increase of taxation would 
involve. Two days after that speech was 
delivered the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies made a speech which also 
appears to have produced an alarming 
impression in the country. I cannot 
now deal with that speech, but there 
will be an opportunity of doing so on a 
future occasion. At present I rely on 
the admission made by the right honour- 
able Baronet who was the chairman at 
that banquet to which I have referred, 
that the nobleman who is Secretary of 
State Affairs and Prime 


occasion, 


for Foreign 


Minister stated that under present cir- 
cumstances they ought cheerfully to 
assent to a large increase in the naval 
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and military expenditure of this country. 
And yet in face of that declaration the 
Government come forward to propose a 
reduction of expenditure. I cannot 
understand how, having regard to the 
speeches made by Ministers, the Govern- 
ment can come to this House and pro- 
pose a reduction of taxation. There 
seems to be an inconsistency between 
their speeches and such a proposal, and 
no one, so far as I can learn, outside 
their own particular supporters can 
approve of it in the face of the speeches 
to which I have referred. I cannot but 
think that this apparent inconsistency 
on the part of Members of Her Majesty’s 
Government must have a damaging effect 
upon their conduct of affairs in regard 
to our foreign relations, because the 
Powers with whom they are conducting 
difficult and delicate negotiations at the 
present time must know that they are 
not in earnest if they combine these vio- 
lent speeches to which I have referred 
with a reduction of taxation. There should 
rather be a reason for increasing taxa- 
tion, and in the face of such declarations 
as have been made by the Prime Minis- 
ter, I have voted against this Bill, and 
should have wished to obtain an oppor- 
tunity for making the Motion which 
stands in my name on the Paper. 


*Mr. WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) : 
Sir, in view of the Second Reading of 
this Bill, I have referred with much 
interest to the speeches made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer during the 
past two years, and if the House will 
permit me [ should like to compare two 
of those speeches which bear on the 
Debate to-night. The first of those 
speeches was delivered at Bristol on the 
13th of November, 1896. It was a par- 
ticularly interesting meeting, because 
there was also present the noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for War, who addressed 
the meeting at some length. Lord Lans- 
downe dealt with the increasing expendi- 
ture upon the Army and Navy, and he 
said our fleets would not be efficient un- 
less our coaling stations were held by 
the Army, and we should not hold our 
place amongst the nations of the world 
unless we were able to follow up a blow 
struck at sea by a blow struck on land. 
The noble Lord referred to the large in- 
crease of our commerce, and pointed out 
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that, in view of the continual expansion 
of our Empire, the opening of new mar- 
kets was essential to our best interests, 
and in conclusion he warned the meeting 
that, while our fleets had increased enor 
mously, the garrisons for our coaling sta 
tions, which were vital to the existence 
of the fleet, were below their strength. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer in reply 
said that if his noble Friend the Secre 
tary of State for War required that there 
should be an increase in the Estimates 
for the Army similar to that for the Navy, 
he must venture humbly to demur to any 
suggestion of the kind. So much for the 
speech of November 13th, 1896. But 
after the short interval of a year and three 
months there was another meeting in the 
same part of the kingdom, and by the 
irony of fate it fell to the lot of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to have to 
make a provisional declaration of war. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
references which the honourable Member 
is making to speeches made in 1896 and 
1897 do not appear to bear upon the 
Motion before the House. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: Mr. Speaker, my 
point is to enter a protest against a re- 
duction of taxation, in view of the 
potential difficulties which we shall have 
to face in the next 10 years. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem- 
ber is entitled to argue that the speeches 
of Ministers show that the provision 
made by the Government is inadequate 
to the needs of the State, but not to 
compare in detail former speeches of the 
Finance Minister. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: Well, Sir, of course 
I will not pursue that matter in deference 
to your ruling, and I will go at once to 
my argument. My point, Sir, is this: 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, on the 
late occasion to which I have referred, 
spoke of keeping “an open door” at any 
risk ; but we know what has happened 
since then, and that if this door has not 
been shut in our face, there has been 
shown every disposition to close it. If 
the right honourable Gentleman does not 
know what will happen during the next 
10- years, I will venture, Sir, to tell him. 
Yes, Sir, for I venture to think that many 
of our difficulties to-day have arisen from 
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the fact that the right honourable Gentle- | country, ever since the Crimean War, 
man has not looked far enough ahead, | have been hugging themselves with the 
I would point out, as a comparison | belief that the adoption of Free Trade 
between those two speeches to which I} would become universal, and that with 
have referred, that the right honourable | the universal adoption of Free Trade 
Gentleman has not looked ahead even for|there would be a general disarmament, 
15 months, much less than for 10 years. and that the millennium would arrive. 
But during the next 10 years it is quite The very reverse has happened. During 
clear that Russia will complete her rail- the last two generations there has been 
ways and fortifv Port Arthur until it is | great formation of nationalities. With 
practically impregnable. And what will ithe formation of these nationalities has Set 
happen then? Having completed her rail-|in an era not merely of protection, but 
ways and fortified Port Arthur, she will oi prohibition, with a general call to 
snap her fingers at us and close the “open | arms. That, Sir, is the exact truth. It 
door” in our face, unless in the meantime | is idle, I know, to talk of conscription, 
we are able to deal with the weak points The Briton is a free man, and you cannot 
in our armour. Well, Sir, of course force him. But I suggest that Ministers 
it may be asked, is there never | might begin at the beginning, and teach 
to be a remission of taxation?|the children in the State-aided schools 
Is there to be no limit to the burden of | that physical education is as important 
armaments? For myself I can only say | as mental or spiritual education. When 
that I see no possibility of any remission | the children leave school every induce 
of taxation or any limit to the increase | ment should be given to them to join the 
of armaments for the next 10 years, for| Volunteers and become efficient, and 
it does seem to me that the next 10 years | afterwards to join the Army Reserve. In 
are big with fate for the future of the| this way I think we might, in the course 
Empire. 1 will quote, Sir, if I am in|of one generation, form a territorial 
order—and I pray your indulgence as a| army of great magnitude and consider 
new Member—from the work of the right | able efficiency, which would free our navy 
honourable Baronet who has just sat | and enable it to make concerted attacks. 
down. In his book on Imperial Defence, | I can only say, in conclusion, that if this 
which is, I think, a most valuable | principle were adopted—and it does seem 
national work, the right honourable |to me to be not merely a fad of my own 
Gentleman says (page 42)— or of more distinguished people, but to be 
within the scope of practical politics— 

“What is the Power with which our eemy | throughout the Empire, you would be 


will have to contend? Is it Great Britain or | able to compel the peace of the world, 
the British Empire? 








which is desirable above all things to a 
And then, Sir, on the following page the | 2Te commercial Empire like our own, 
right honourable Gentleman says— | *Srp W. HARCOURT: I feel bound to 
support Her Majesty’s Government 
| against the 10-year Budget of the honour- 
be fully and freely employed and were reason- | able Member who has just sat down. The 
ably organised for defence no statesman of any | fundamental principle of the honourable 
nation in his sober senses would dream of pro- | Wember’s speech was that during 10 years 
voking a conflict. 2 ey SENS: 

there shall be no reduction of taxation in 
And yet, Sir, while this problem trembles | this country. I doubt whether that is a 
in the balance the Chancellor of the Ex-| doctrine which will commend itself to 
chequer proposes a remission of duty on the generality of the people of this cour 
tobacco. During the next 10 years we tty. He had one other suggestion, which 
might accomplish the federation of the | Was that we should cultivate in this 
British Empire on a basis of defence, and | country the love of athletics. I have 
this being done, we can, as a federated | not observed myself that that is our 
| national deficiency. 


“ But the resources of the British Empire are 
so vast that if it were believed that they would 


Empire, hold our own. Before sitting 
down I desire to make one suggestion) *\yp WANKLYN: I bee the right 
which might ease the burden of taxation. honourable Gentleman’s pardon—ath- 
For two generations the people of this | letics in concrete form. 

Mr. Wanklyn. 
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*Sim W. HARCOURT: The most con- 
crete form of athletics I am acquainted 
with, I should say, is football, and we are 
not defective in that respect. 


*Mr. WANKLYN: I beg the right 
honourable Gentleman’s pardon. I regard 
football in great part as a waste of energy, 
and I desire to see it put into a more 
concrete form. 


*Sirn W. HARCOURT: I will not detain 
the House with a discussion as to what 
form of athletics is to be adopted by the 
federated Empire at the conclusion of 10 
years. Coming to the Amendment of 
my right honourable Friend, I am sorry 
to say I cannot support that Amendment. 
So far from thinking that during the 


present Parliament and the present 
Administration there is likely to be 
too much diminution of the 
burden of taxation, I must 


say I have always regretted that there 
has not been a great deal more. The real 
truth is that the expenditure of this 
country, as has been pointed out in the 
speech in opening the Budget this 
year by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer (who claimed me, I think, 
as his only disciple on that occa- 
sion), is alarming, and, I venture to 
say, dangerous. He has stated that the 
expenditure of this country, including the 
subsidies to local taxation, will now 
amount to £116,000,000, a sum which 
those who have ever been responsible for 
the finances of the country will know is 
far more formidable than any of the 
scares which are the principal causes of 
this expenditure. I have lived, Sir, long 
enough to have passed through a great 
many of these scares, which never came 
to anything at all; we were, first of all, 
going to be conquered by the Russians, 
then there was the battle of Dorking 
immediately after the Franco-German 
War, and there are some people who are 
always in a state of alarm as to what 
is going to happen, and who remind me 
of the old women who never ven- 
ture to retire to rest without 
imagining that there is a burglar 
underneath the bed. Sir, my right 
honourable Friend seems to have 
been alarmed by two circumstances 
which have not shaken my nerves at all. 
One was, I will not call it the inarticu- 
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late, but the unreported speech of the 
Prime Minister, addressed to the 
bankers. Well, bankers are a timid folk 
as a class, but I have been assured 
personally myself, not only by the chair- 
man of the dinner, but by some other 
people present, that there was nothing 
whatever alarming in the speech at all. 
What the Prime Minister had to do was 
to satisfy the bankers that an expend 
ture of £116,000,000 a year was a good 
thing. He said nothing about additional 
taxation, but he spoke of additional 
expenditure. The additional expenditure 
this year was stated by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, as compared with that 
which he originally provided last year, 
to be £5,000,000. Now, if you go into 
the society of bankers, and say you are 
going to increase the public expenditure 
by £5,000,000 in a particular year, it is 
necessary to impress them with the 
urgency of making such additional 
expenditure. As for saying that the 
Stock Exchange was disturbed by this 
unreported speech, that does not alarm 
me at all, because I always remember the 
saying of Sydney Smith, which I think 
was a very true one, that the greatest 
fools in the world are the three per 
cents., and why they rise, and why they 
fall, for reasons which no sensible man 
can understand, is one of the marvels, I 
think, of modern civilisation. Then he 
seems to have been much intimidated 
by another speech, and, no doubt, a very 
alarming speech, as to combinations 
which would be worse than anything that 
ever took place in the wars of Napoleon, 
which rendered it necessary that we 
should go round Europe, cap in hand, 
seeking alliances. That may have scared 
people for four and twenty hours, but 
they recovered from it, and they thought, 
and I think justly thought, that it was 
only the fun of the Colonial Secretary. 
The nerves of mankind have been com- 
pletely restored, and now there is no 
alarm. We need not go into great addi- 
tional expenditure on that account. I 
take the state of affairs from what I 
regard as a responsible source, the head of 
the Government, who is also Foreign 
Secretary. Did he use alarming lan- 
guage when he went to meet the ladies 
of the Primrose League? He told them, 
on the contrary, that everything was per- 
fectly right. He said that nothing could be 
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better ; that Russia had taken something 
which was very bad for her ; that we had 
got something which was excellent ; that 
all the arrangements which had been 
made were perfectly advantageous ; that 
we were not to judge by foolish dispatches 
—dispatches were often foolish—but by 
results, and that the results were en- 
tirely satisfactory. Why, then, are we to 
forego this very small reduction of 
taxation which is offered us now out of 
the plenitude of the yield of taxes! | 
suppose that never in the history of this 
country had there been so many and such 
great surpluses from which the people 
have derived so little advantage. And 
then, when a small advantage is offered 
—the crumbs from under the table of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer—my 
right honourable Friend wishes that 
those crumbs should be swept up, or, 
indeed, taken and baked into a new loaf. 
I confess I do not share that view at all. 
In his speech the Prime Minister and 
Foreign Secretary stated, particularly 
pointing to Russia, that we ought not to 
be jealous of those Powers which had 
access to territories which our arms could 
not reach. What does that mean? 
When we have such a statement, not 
from what I may call, without disrespeci, 
an outside Minister, but fromthe Foreign 
Minister, who is responsible for the rela- 
tions of this country with other States, 
why in the world should we be alarmed 
and put into this condition of panic, and 
be asked to overthrow the Budget of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who, I pre- 
sume, on the authority of the Cabinct, 
is satisfied that the condition of affairs 
at home and abroad is such as to justify 
a remission of taxes to that amount? 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer gave us 
the figures to show that this Parliament 
and this Government have increased the 
expenditure of this country by 12 mil- 
lions sterling a year. A very formidable 
figure that, and one which requires a 
good deal of explanation and a good deal 
of justification. I cannot now, on this 
Amendment, refer to all the items which 
constitute that expenditure; that will 
come later on, when we come to consider 
the expenditure of the Budget generally. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The right honourable 
Gentleman is apparently not aware that 
the general question is before the House. 
There is no Amendment before the House 

Sir W. Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 792 
*Sirn W. HARCOURT: Then, Sir, I am 


afraid I must go on a little longer. [ 
thought the right honourable Gentleman 
moved his Amendment, and, speaking on 
that Amendment, it would not have been 
possible to go into the general question 


*Smr C. DILKE: The other Amendment 
was negatived. 


*Sirn W. HARCOURT: So far as that igs 

concerned, then I may leave it where it is. 
I do not think the House will be disposed 
to depart, save in some details, from the 
general proposals of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. I heard something said, 
which I should gladly hear dis 
cussed upon Committee of the Bill, as to 
the relative merits of relieving tea or 
tobacco. From my point of view, 
the decision of that question depends 
very much upon which of the two com- 
modities the consumer vill obtain tha 
largest share of the reduction. It has 
been said that out of the tobacco redue- 
tion the consumer will get very little, 
while in the case of tea he will get the 
larger proportion; but I should very 
much like to hear the opinion of experts, 
who know more about the matter than 
I do. I should like to ask the Chancellur 
of the Exchequer one or two questions 
with regard to the reduction of the Debt 
in the past year. The right honourable 
Gentleman stated that it amounted to 
£6,600,000, but he added that there was 
£1,016,000, which ought to be added to 
that, as it had been issued to the 
National Debt Commissioners, but not 
employed. I do not quite understand how 
that took place, or how it came not to 
be employed. 


*THoe CHANCELLOR or tune EX- 
CHEQUER: May I explain? 


*Sir W. HARCOURT: If you please. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER: The National Debt Commis. 
sioners were unable to invest this money 
within the year, and it went over to last 
year. 

*Sirn W. HARCOURT: Then I under- 
stand that, practically speaking, the re- 
duction of the Debt last year would 
amount to a 
£7,600,000? 


million more—that is, 














id, 
lis- 
to 
or 
ew, 
nds 
ym- 
tha 
ha3 
luc- 
tle, 
the 
ery 
rts, 
han 
llur 
Ons 
ebt 
tble 
to 
WAS 
1 to 
the 
not 
how 
t to 


EX- 











793 Finance 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER: Yes. 


*Sir W. HARCOURT: That is what I 
wished to know. Now, as regards the 
disposal of the surplus, which amounte], 
I think, to three millions odd, the right 
honourable Gentleman has disposed of 
a large part of that which is called the 
old Sinking Fund, setting it apart for the 
new public buildings. Although I have 
heard that very much criticised, I think 
it is justifiable upon this ground, that 
the old Sinking Fund ought to be em- 
ployed in the reduction of debt, and 
it comes to the same thing if you apply 
it to discharge a liability which would 
ultimately result in debt. There is one 
other point upon which I must make an 
observaticn; that is that about three 
quarters of a million, I think £750,000, 
of what is properly the expenditure of this 
year has been provided for out of the 
surplus of last year. That is a very dan- 
gerous practice, because, after all, when 
you are dealing with a surplus for the 
reduction of taxation you ought not 
to manufacture that surplus out of 
money which has been regularly ap- 
propriated for the purpose of the pay- 
ment of debt. But there are ex- 
tenuating circumstances in this case, 
I admit, because the fact is that the sur- 
plus of last year was largely created by 
the impossibility of doing the work of 
the Navy, and therefore there is some 
excuse for employing it this year, when 
that work is passed over from last year 
to this. I mention this because I do not 
think it should be allowed to grow into 
a precedent. There are peculiar circum- 
stances this year, and I hope we shall 
hear from the right honourable Gentl-- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that he does not mean to make this a 
regular practice in dealing with the old 
Sinking Fund. In the past I have been 
guilty of it myself to a small 
extent, where I had a_ deficit—some- 
thing like £200,000—in order to 
prevent the necessity of imposing new 
taxation. I shall not criticise the Esti- 
mates which the right honourable Gen- 
tleman has presented this year, as I know 
how dangerous it is for those who are 
not behind the scenes to judge in these 
matters. All I can say is that, in all 
the circumstances of the case, I think 
they are very sanguine. The right hon- 
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ourable Gentleman has proposed to 
increase the allowances under the system 
of graduated income tax. To that I 
cannot object. It is a principle which I 
have adopted and extended, and I am not 
sorry to see the Conservative Party carry 
it still further. I should, perhaps, have 
preferred to increase the allowances 
below £500 rather than carry them up <o 
£700. But in consideration of this 
striking tribute to the principle of gradu- 
ation, I am not prepared to depart 
from his proposals. The right honour- 


able Gentleman has a_ proposition 
on the subject of “grogging,” I 
had a desire myself to deal with 
the subject in 1894, when I dealt 


with the spirit duties, but I received such 
vehement opposition from the honourable 
Gentlemen who sat opposite that I could 
not carry the additional burden of “ grog- 
ging” upon my back at the time, and I 
was obliged to drop it; but I think the 
right honourable Gentleman is right in 
dealing with it in this way. We come 
now to the question of this enormous 
expenditure. The right honourable Gen- 
tleman the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
says that he has preached sermons upon 
the subject, but that no man listens to 
his sermons, and, least of all, his own 
colleagues. What happens to the people 
who pay no attention to sermons it is 
not for me to say, but I am disposed to 
think that it is not well for them in the 
future. That may, I fear, be so with the 
colleagues of the right honourable Gentle- 
man. There is a large part of that 
expenditure which, in my opinion, is un- 
justifiable. There was thrown away the 
best part of two millions of money in the 
relief of agricultural rates. That was per- 
fectly unjustifiable—absolutely unjustifi- 
able. An attempt was made to impress 
the country with the notion that the 
agricultural interest was ruined. I ven- 
ture to say that the agricultural interest 
is at this time as well, or better, 
off than any interest in the country. 
[Cries of “No, no,” from _ the 
Government Benches.| No landowner 
ever admitted that agriculture was 
prosperous, even in the days when 
wheat was 120 shillings a quarter. If 
honourable Members care to read the his- 
tory of those times, they will see that 
the landlords were always grasping for 
more, and therefore I do not accept that 
interruption of my statement as an indi- 
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cation that the agricultural interest is 
badly off. The agricultural interests are 
not satisfied now; they never will be 
satisfied, as they never have been satis- 
fied at any time in the history of this 
country. In that manner, as I have said, 
the better part of two millions sterling 
was thrown away. In my opinion, it 
was also absolutely unjustifiable to throw 


away £600,000 or £700,000 more upon | 


the Voluntary schools. I read an account 
from the mouths of the bishops them- 
selves, complaining that since this grant 
subscriptions have fallen off. That was 
undoubtedly the fact. This system of 
subsidies to local taxation has grown until 
you now have them reaching 12 
millions of money. What advantage 
have you gained by that? I would ask 
any gentleman, in his own place, where 
he resides, and especially in the country, 
does he find the rates lower than they 
were since this was begun? I do not, 
and I doubt very much whether anybody 
else does. These subsidies, in my 
opinion, are very slightly, if at all, to the 
advantage of the community. What 
good could not the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer have done with 12 millions 
of money? Does the country understand 
the price it is paying for the subsidies? 
The system of subsidising local taxation 
may be practically represented by six- 
pence on the income tax. In my opinion 
that is a bad system of Imperial taxa- 
tion, and you should have proceeded on 
a different footing. Well, Sir, another 
item, which, in principle, I should be the 
last to quarrel with, is the increase in 
the Education Vote; but, Sir, as the 
right honourable Gentleman himself, in 
his Budget speech, indicated, judging 
from the great authority of the Vice- 
President of the Committee of 
Council, we have the worst education 
in Europe, certainly at the greatest 
expense, and you have before you 
unquestionably a question of far larger 
expenditure if 
your education system good for anything 
at all. You have secondary education 
in view, which must necessarily involve 
much larger expenditure than you have 
had before. Yes, Sir, but, of course, the 
great increase of this expenditure has 
been in the Army and the Navy. It has 
arisen from that spirit which has grown 
up, and of which the Prime Minister 
spoke, and against which he warned 
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everybody, and especially his own Party 
—that desire to make war upon every- 
body, and to take everything. That was 
the warning he gave on the first nicht 
of the Session, and he has continued that 
warning—I don’t know whether he gave 
it at the bankers’ banquet. That has 
been the main cause of the growth of 
expenditure. I know, Sir, that when I 
/was responsible for the finances of this 
country in 1893, when this large expendi 
ture began to assume anything like its 
|present proportions, I ventured to warn 
|this House that this expenditure would 
| profit them very little, and that they 
‘would not relatively improve their 
position. Well, we have heard people 
talk about the universal supremacy on 
the seas. Of course, all the nations in 
the world are not going to accept that 
supremacy ; and when we began to build 
ships they began to build still more, 
and although you may begin to build 
against one or against two Powers, you 
cannot build against three or four with- 
out finding that your relative position 
is very much what it was when you 
began—or, perhaps, rather worse. My 
right honourable Friend the Member for 
the Forest of Dean (Sir C. Dilke) spoke 
of the increased armaments by Russia. 
Well, of course, if you increase your 
armament Russia will increase hers—you 
lead the way. The result of it all is 
that the relative position is not improved 
jat all. Sir, this is a very serious 
jmatter, because I am quite sure, and the 
|Chancellor of the Exchequer knows that 
as well as I do, there is no certainty that 
times will always be as prosperous as 
they are now. You are spending up to 
the margin of a very high income indeed, 
and the time will come when that pros 
perity—there is a trough as well as 4 
crest in the wave—will cease. What aro 
you going to do in the trough of the 
wave? Then, of course, you must have 
additional taxation. I do not see the 
Member for King’s Lynn (Mr. Gibson 
Bowles) here at this moment. But 
when that time comes you may depead 
upon it that the weight of that increase 
must fall upon the income tax and upon 
the death duties. I think honourable 
Gentlemen opposite will do well to take 
that into their consideration, and not 
allow thei rnerves to be shaken to an 
extent which will involve thiem in that 
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kind of liability. I had not intended io 
occupy so much of the time of the House, 
but, Sir, I, of course, rejoice with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer at the large 
revenue which he has at his disposai. 1 
only trust that he will be able to resist, 
as I am certain he will be willing and 
eager to resist, these demands, resting, 
I believe, upon no solid foundations for 
a great and increasing expenditure, and 
that when he comes to consider the dis- 
tribution of those great surpluses for the 
relief of the country from the burdens 
which it already bears, I am sure he will 
find upon this side of the House, as well 
as upon that, every desire to assist him 
in the task of giving to the country the 
benefit of those surpluses which he has 
been so fortunate as to enjoy. 


On the return of Mr. Speaker after 
the usual interval, 


Dr. TANNER (Cork, Mid): I beg to 
call your attention, Mr. Speaker, to the 
fact that there are not 40 Members 
present. 


Upon a count, the requisite number of 
Members were found to be in their 
places. 


*Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): There is 
just one point with which I wish to deal. 
With regard to the system of taxation, I 
for many years have found myself in 
thorough agreement with the right 
honourable Gentleman. With regard to 
the question of the agricultural interest, 
the right honourable Gentleman said that 
agriculture was in a most flourishing 
condition, but I do not know upon what 
data he bases this statement. My 
experience of the agricultural interest 
extends over three or four counties, and 
I may say that, so far as I know, that 
interest is not in a flourishing state at 
all. There has been, it is quite true, a 
certain rise in the price of wheat, but the 
number of farmers growing wheat in this 
country is so small that this has had 
very little effect upon them. With 
regard to the question of our defences, as 
has been said, it is quite true that our 
expenditure has reached a very high 
limit, but I think we are apt to forget, 
when we consider the amount to which 
it has reached, that we have an enormous 
trade to protect; and if we take into 
consideration the amount spent for the 
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purposes of defence in this country and 
compare it with the amount spent by 
other countries, we shall tind that, 


although our commerce is_ infinitely 
larger than various other European 


countries, our expenditure upon that 
head is less. Now, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in his speech upon the intro- 
duction of the Budget, said that this 
country spent on the defence of every 
1,000 square miles of territory less than 
France, Germany, and Russia. I desire 
to point out what our merchant shipping 
costs us per ton. This country spends 
per ton on her merchant shipping 
£2 3s. 2d. Germany spends more than 
that, and Italy, France, the United States 
and Russia also spend more, Russia spend- 
ing no less than £16 4s. 5d. Therefore, 
I do not think it can be said that our 
expenditure for the purposes of defence 
is in any way extravagant or excessive. 
But, in considering this question of naval 
expenditure, I think we must take into 
account the various duties that our fleet 
has to perform. Now, Sir, these duties 
have been outlined in the Report of a 
Committee which sat on the naval 
manoeuvres in 1888. I understand that 
amongst the duties laid down were that 
our commerce should be protected 
abroad, and that a reserve squadron 
should be provided for home waters. 
And, further 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Gentleman is going into 
matters of detail which are not relevant 


to the question raised in this Finance 
Bill. 


*Mr. YERBURGH: I was attempting 
to show that, so far from reducing taxar 
tion, it was incumbent upon the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to have put 
an estimate before the country for 
strengthening the fleet so as to equip it 
for the efficient discharge of its duties. 
There is one point which I should like 
to bring before the House, which I think 
has been brought prominently before the 
country within the last few weeks, and 
that is the question of a reserve of wheat 
in case of war. Now, I know, because I 
have had the honour of reading his 
speech, that the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer has had this matter before him. 
He did not, however, handle in a very 
gentle manner the defects of the scheme 
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for a reserve, which I believe he called 
an absurd folly. Now, I am bound to 
admit it is quite possible that many 
people may not agree with this proposal, 
but I think, before the right honourable 
Gentleman makes use of such strong 
terms, surely he should give some consi- 
deration to the principles involved in the 
scheme, and the manner in which it is 
proposed that those principles should be 
carried out. I venture to say that our 
position with regard to our food supplies 
is a very critical one, and deserves the 
serious attention of the Government, and 
this is why I have dealt with the posi- 
tion of our fleet. I would ask, is our 
fleet in such a position as to enable it 
to give effective protection to our food 
supply? A noted Admiral has stated 
that our fleet should include about 186 
large cruisers, but we have only got 133. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The _ honourable 
Member is now going into matters not 
relevant to the question of taxation. 
The honourable Member is entitled to 
say that, in his opinion, there are certain 
matters which necessitate larger taxation, 
but to discuss along with them the ques- 
tion of the food supply and the condition 
of the fleet is going into details which 
are out of order. 


*Mr. YERBURGH: I bow to your 
ruling, Mr. Speaker. I think the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would have acted 
more wisely if he had devoted this money 
to the building of another cruiser, or 
to re-arming with quick-firing guns the 
ships which are now armed with muzzle- 
loaders. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): 1 
only wish to say this: what I complain 
of is that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in this great and prosperous 
year, which is unexampled in its revenue 
income, has made no provision whatever 
for less prosperous years, and he is spend- 
ing the whole of the surplus in a manner 
which I do not consider is the best that 
could have been devised in the interests 
of those who have earned the revenue. I 
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quite recognise that he has made 
a reduction in taxation upon the 
tobacco duty of over a million 


sterling or a million and a quarter. Well, 
I think I stated at the time the Budget 
was introduced that, in my opinion, 
that reduction would be of no benefit 
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whatever to the workers, and my com- 
plaimt was that out of this extraordinary 
revenue of £116,000,000 of money the 
working people, who have mainly con- 
tributed this large sum, are receiving no 
benefit from it whatever. The reply was 
that the small consumers of tobacco 
would be relieved of taxation. Now, so 
far as I can understand from inquiries I 
have made in quarters which are well 
informed on this subject, the half-ounce 
buyer will get no benefit at all. 


*Tuzs CHANCELLOR or 
CHEQUER: Yes, he will. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Well, he may 
do in this way. He may get a better 
article, but it will be a drier article and 
it won’t last as long as the old article; 
and to the man who is getting 12s. a 
week income, however advantageous the 
better quality might be to his constitu- 
tion, he will think most of the half- 
ounce which lasts longest in the process 
of smoking. That, I think, will be the 
practical view taken of it by the agricul- 
tural labourer and by the general 
worker. Now, Sir, if there are any 
classes connected with the tobacco trade 
who will get an advantage out of this re 
duction in taxation, it will be, I fear, 
the great merchants and the large manu- 
facturers. Now, I do not accuse—and I 
should be very sorry to accuse—the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of having 
that intention, but that will undoubtedly 
be the result of this arrangement. The 
poor man, who has to make his pur- 
chases in small quantities of the cheapest 
article, will not be benefited by this re- 
duction. That is the point, and I be 
lieve the more you inquire into it the 
more plain and the more certain will 
that be found to be the case. I wish 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had given more thought to the subject 
than he appears to have done, and I am 
certain that had he done so he would 
have seen that the million and a half 
presented to the tobacco trade of this 
country would have been more effective 
had it been devoted to the reduction of 
the tea duty instead of to the reduction 
of the tobacco duty, because there is not 
the complication in connection with the 
tea trade as there is in the tobacco 
trade, and the benefit would not have 
been swallowed up by merchants and 
dealers, but would have given a direct 
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and certain benefit to the people who 
most need it. Well, Sir, that is the view 
which has impressed itself more strongly 
upon my mind as time goes on with 
regard to this Budget, and I find that 
not only in my own mind but in the 
minds of a great number of people whom 
I have met in the country in various 
parts since the Budget was introduced, 
there is the same opinion. What the 
workers feel is this: that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had a magnificent sum 
at his disposal, such as no one ever 
dreamt of having, and he let the oppor- 
tunity pass by of doing a great and a 
just act to those who most needed it, 
and who should be the first to receive 
rewards from the States—namely, the 
workers of our country, who are almost 
on the verge of starvation even when 
they are fairly well employed. I cannot 
see why the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
might not have made an experiment in 
old age pensions. [“Oh, oh!”] Why 
not? There is no reason in the world 
why it should not be done. It would 
have been equally as welcome to the 
workers as the experiment being tried 
now of paying off the rates of the rich 
landowners. I do not suppose—in fact, 
{ should not have expected—that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would have 
dealt with the whole subject on the lines 
and to the extent advocated by a great 
number of Members of this House, and 
by some of his own colleagues ; but, at 
any rate, he might have experimented 
down to 70 years of age with the meri- 
torious farm labouring community, and 
he might have devoted out of the great 
sum he is now disposing of a sufficient 
sum of money from the revenue to have 
provided a reasonable pension to all old 
labourers and their wives over 70 years 
of age. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not relevant, 
and the honourable Member is out of 
order in going into details. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I do not wish 
in any way to depart from the proper 
scope of the discussion with regard to this 
Bill, neither do I intend to go into the 
details of old age pensions; but I think 
I may be allowed to suggest that the 
Ohancellor of the Exchequer might have 
ear-marked a few millions of this money 
for some scheme of old age pensions to be 
hereafter devised. The general com- 
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plaint as to this Budget is that the 
workers get nothing out of this money. 
I quite recognise and appreciate the 
proposals of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer with regard to the small incomes, 
but that does not touch the weekly 
wage-earner, although it touches a very 
meritorious class of the community. 
As far as the right honourable Gentle 
man has gone in that direction, no one 
can approve of his action more ardently 
than I do, but I complain that the great 
body of workers of the United Kingdom 
have got nothing out of the Budget 
except the statement that they will get 
their tobacco better—for no one suggests 
that they will get it cheaper. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: I understand that in some 
cases it will certainly be cheaper. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Up to the pre 
sent, at all events, the authorities seem 
to say that it will not be cheaper, but 
will only be altered in quality, and not 
price, to the small purchaser. But, of 
course, if the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer says it will be cheaper, if only a 
halfpenny an ounce—though the right 
honourable Gentleman does not give the 
name of the special tobacco the price of 
which will be reduced—we will trust to 
his general statement that there will be 
such a reduction. 


*Toe CHANCELLOR 
CHEQUER: If the honourable Mem- 
ber is a smoker, I shall be happy 
to hand over to him a certain advertise- 
ment offering tobacco at a cheaper rate 
as a consequence of the Budget proposals. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I think the 
right honourable Gentleman must be a 
very favoured personage in this respect. 
I myself am a considerable patron of the 
tobacco trade, and have bought in all 
directions, but I have found no differ- 
ence either in price or quality up to the 
present time. As to that, of course, we 
must leave it to time to tell whether we 
poor consumers or the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer are right with regard to our 
share in the millions of money that have 
been placed at the disposal of the trade. 
I join heartily in the expression of regret 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
not set aside some portion of his great 
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income for educational purposes. I do 
not for a moment suppose that we shall 
succeed in altering the proposals of the 
present Budget, but, if the right honour- 
able Gentleman is open to a suggestion 
for next year, I sincerely trust that 
he will make a memorandum of the com- 
plaints which have been submitted to 
him to-night, and will, if he has the 
money to dispose of, dispose of it in the 
manner most likely to benefit those 
entitled to receive the benefit, and not 
after the fashion of this year, when even 
the right honourable Gentleman himself 
is in some doubt whether those entitled 
to benefit will or will not actually bene 
fit.. I suppose we cannot divide against 
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the Second Reading, but I do hope that 
next year, if the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is fortunate enough to have 
another such sum at his disposal, he will 
make some provision for coming years 
when the income may be less. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I think the House will recog- 
nise that the very important considera- 
tions—touching the whole of the Budget 
—which were raised by the right honour- 
able Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean have been dismissed with less 
attention than they deserved at the 
hands of his fellow-Leader, the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth. Of course, we expect 
disagreement from those benches, and 
therefore we are not surprised to find 
that the right honourable Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean takes one 


view of Foreign affairs—in which he is an, 


expert—and that the 
able Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth takes another. I have 
always considered the right honourable 
Member for the Forest of Dean somewhat 
of an alarmist with regard to his con- 
tinued demands for an increase of the 
Army and Navy—demands which I have 
thought are not necessitated by circum- 
stances; but now it is the Government 
who are the alarmists. The whole of 
the apprehensions which have been 
aroused with regard to the situation of 
the country and the constantly suggested 
doubts as to the wisdom of diminishing 
expenditure have been aroused by speeches 
from Members of the Government. There 
is the Chancellor of the Exchequer, for 


Mr. 


right honour- 


Broadhurst. 
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instance, who was going to declare war 
for an “open door,” if necessary. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX. 
CHEQUER: We have got the open door. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Yes, Port 
Arthur is the open door. And then the 
strange thing is, that, having this open 
door, you have your Colonial Secretary 
going down to the country and denounc- 
ing a friendly Power as having violated 
its engagements and broken its promises, 
and declaring that there were in the 
Ministry no spoons long enough to deal 
with such a Power as this. I do not, 
however, propose to dwell on this sub- 
ject for very good reasons. In the first 
place, the most alarmist of all the 
speeches was treated with so little regard 
by the Prime Minister, and it seems he 
had hardly even read it; and therefore 
we may well treat this Finance Bill on 
the lines on which it presents itself— 
those of a prosperity Budget. With re- 
gard to the details, let me remark that 
the rémissions which are made are 
either trivial or mischievous—in some 
cases both. There is the land tax remission, 
which is trivial alone, but the alteration 
in the income tax is certainly not only 
trivial, but is also undoubtedly mischie- 
vous. I am perfectly convinced—and I 
think everybody who has considered how 
the rich are getting poorer and the poor 
richer, and how increasingly large is the 
number of persons able to bear taxation, 
will take the same view—that the ten- 
dency of these exemptions is mischievous 
altogether. The principle, I maintain, is 
a false one, for if you exempt altogether 
these men at the lower end of the income 
tax scale they forget what taxation is. 
But it is not only a false principle to 
exempt them—it is especially false when 
they are exempted upon improper 
grounds. All exemptions of this kind 
should be founded on one ground alone—- 
that of poverty. I can admit the claim of 
a man who has only £300 a year, and 
I would extend it to the man who has 
only an income of £400, because I think 
that under certain conceivable circum- 
stances such a man may be put to want 
the necessaries of life; but beyond # 
£400 income I cannot conceive that a 
man is poor, or that he has any claim 
at all to exemption from taxation. I 
would suggest that if further exemptions 
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are to be made they should be made to 
those who have less than £400 a year. 
If you are going to make exemptions 
from the payment of income tax at all 
those exemptions should be made at the 
lower end of the scale. I hold that the 
man who has £400 a year does not com3 
within the poverty-stricken class, or, if 
he does, it is the poverty which requires 
that he must wear a top hat instead of 
a round hat and a frock-coat instead 
of a short jacket. That is not real 
poverty ; it is mere emotional poverty. 
That is the sort of exemption he has 
made, and you will observe that all his 
real remissions are reserved for those 
incomes under £400 a year. These 
exemptions should be made on one 
ground alone—that of poverty; but a 
man with £400 a year was not on the 
verge of poverty at all. I now reproach 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer with 
having invented national paupers, who 
were really no more paupers than some 
of the millionaires of the right honour- 
able Gentleman opposite were real 
millionaires. Well, Sir, I have another 
objection, and that is that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, in acting as he has 
done, has most wantonly exaggerated the 
principle of graduation—which the right 
honourable Gentleman opposite admires 
so much, but which I do not admire at 
all, but abominate and detest—and he 
has carried it up to such an extent as to 
reach the limit of £700. But, if up to 
£700, why not £7,000, and even further? 
Why should not some future Minister 
carry it to £7,000, or even to people of 
above £100,000? It seems to me, Sir, 
that, with regard to the income tax, the 
concession which the right honourable 
Gentleman has made is a concession, not 
to the poor and needy, but to che 
predatory politicians, who wish to tax 
everybody who has got a little more than 
themselves. The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer is 
not a bimetallist, but he seems to be a 
neo-Socialist. Now, Sir, with regard to 
the tobacco duty, which he has reduced 
by 6d. in the pound, the right honourable 
Gentleman told us that he expected that 
more tobacco would be sold for the same 
price, or that the same tobacco would 
be sold at a less price. But even the 
honourable Member for Bristol doubted 


whether the reduction would reach the 
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consumer, and the Member for Liverpool 
—who is also an expert in the tobacco 
trade—said, when he spoke on this sub- 
ject, that the benefit might reach the 
consumer, but only in the form of less 
adulteration; that is, the consumer 
would get the same amount of tobacco, 
but there would be more tobacco in it 
and less straw. Then, Sir, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer suggests that the 
advertisements will be cheaper, but, in 
my opinion, a Chancellor of the 
Exchequer who believes in advertisements 
is really past argument. I thought in 
these days that nobody believed in 
advertisements, but this argument seems 
to be a licence allowed only to the Front 
Benches in this House. But we are 
told, I think upon authority more con- 
vincing than that of advertisements, that 
this remission will not reach the con- 
sumer at all, and that it will be absorbed 
by the traders and manufacturers. Some 
have gone so far as to say that this 
proposal suggests a sort of “Bristol 
bird’s-eye Budget.” I do not agree with 
that, and I am perfectly convinced that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer intended 
the beneficial effects of this Budget to 
be extended over the whole country, but 
I believe he has been mistaken with 
regard to the effect on the consumer of the 
remission of the tobacco duty, for he 
has made it under conditions which will 
prevent it being a benefit to the con- 
sumer, for it will be absorbed by the 
traders and manufacturers. Sir, if there 
was one thing more than another which 
induced the electors of this country to 
return to power the Members who have 
created the present Government, it was 
this: that they expected to find in this 
Government the protectors of the rights 
of property, which had been too often 
abused. I cannot help saying that the 
disappointment of those who voted that 
way with that object is most profound, 
and it has become most profound of all 
when they think of the proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and his 
dealings with the death duties. In the 
three Budgets he has introduced since the 
present Government came into office 
practically nothing has been done for 
the victims of that nefarious Act which 
was passed by the right honourable 
Gentleman opposite and his obedient 
followers. I do think that of al 
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the disappointments afforded by this 
Government no disappointment is 
equal to that which the _ right 
honourable Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has afforded in 
his dealings with the death duties and 
the victims of that taxation. There were 
half a dozen things in that Act absolutely 
crying aloud for reform, and not one of 
them has been touched. I do not ask 
for any interference with the principle of 
that Act. I have always believed that 
it would be improper to attempt any 
such thing. That time will come about 
the year 1900 or 1901, and _ not 
till then, because by that time it 
will be found that the Act is very much 
more disappointing than was anticipated. 
It will then be past praying for, and we 
shall have to leave it where it is at 
present. Meanwhile the injustices are 
crying aloud for a remedy without any 
relief being afforded by the right honour- 
able Gentleman. There is the unjust 
and unnecessary burden which is placed 
by the Finance Act of 1894, or, rather, 
by the Death Duties Act of 1894, upon 
the residual legatee, who is made to pay 
all the duties, instead of a remedy being 
given to recover from each legatee his 
fair portion; in fact, there are a dozen 
things crying aloud for a remedy which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
have touched, every one of which might 
have been remedied during the time he 
has been in power, but he has not touched 
one of them. Now, Sir, one change, at 
least, we had a right to expect from this 
Act, and that is with regard to the 
dispensing power of the Treasury. In 
this the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
almost under an engagement—lI say that 
it almost amounted to an engagement— 
to introduce certain clauses, such as ] 
have suggested, into this very Act. We 
all remember, with feelings of some 
humiliation, that in June, 1895, what I 
ihave always considered to be the 
most un-English and shabby evasion— 
and it was the evasion of his own Act 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
opposite perpetrated in 1895—when he 
excused the Emperor of Russia £14,000 
duty. Now, the right honourable Gen- 
tleman has had his return for that in 
Port Arthur. The present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer defended him in that, 
and said he had derived great advantage 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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from it, and he has got his consolation 
in Port Arthur. The Committee on 
Public Accounts thought this change 
should be made. The effect of it wag 
that the Treasury and the right honour. 
able Gentleman made a minute on the 
31st December last year, ordering the 
Inland Revenue to prepare a clause giy- 
ing the dispensing power in accordance 
with the report of the Public Accounts 
Committee, where the clauses or prin- 
ciples were concerned. That should 
have been inserted in this very Act 
which we are now discussing, but there 
are no such clauses in the Act. It is 
true the right honourable Gentleman has 
explained that in his opinion these 
clauses could not be conveniently intro- 
duced into this Finance Bill, because 
they do not deal with the finance of the 
year. But the principal object of this 
Finance Bill is to amend the law, and 
where does the inconvenience arise? In 
my opinion there is no inconvenience 
whatever. The necessity for the change 
has been acknowledged by the right 
honourable Gentleman himself; so 
much so that he thinks the clauses 
are more suitable for a _ separate 
Bill. That I do not think would be 
quite so easy, because, observe, it is to 
apply to cases of clauses and principle. 
But these are dealt with in the princi- 
pal Act, and are covered by that Act, 
and so they ought to be remedied in the 
Act itself. That Bill has not yet been 
introduced, and the First Lord of the 
Treasury told us to-day practically that 
no further Bills would be introduced 
this Session unless they were absolutely 
non-contentious. I do not know, if 
these clauses are not inserted in this 
Act, what their fate is to be, but if I 
were going to make a sporting offer I 
should say that it would be very difficult 
to get this Bill through this Session. 
This Finance Bill does not contain those 
clauses drawn up by the Public Accounts 
Cominittee. What will be the effect of 
their exclusion? Why, that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will exercise 
this power outside the law, instead of 
having it regulated by the insertion of 
proper clauses in the Bill itself. Another 
clause which I contend is absolutely 
necessary in this Bill, as shown by the 
answer of the right honourable Gentle 
man himself, is with regard to the que 


tion as to whether duty is or is not pay- 
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able on property in the case of the death 
of a life tenant who has previously sur- 
rendered his life interest. At the end 
of the year, I think it was in July, 1895, 
the law officers of the Crown gave 
it as their opinion that in such cases 
the duty was leviable ; and what did the 
right honourable Gentleman do? The 
House would naturally suppose that he 
proceeded to act upon the opinion of the 
law officers of the Crown, but he did 
nothing of the kind. He took the 
opinion of the law officers, and took it 
upon himself to mutilate their decision, 
and he said, “I will act upon this opinion 
up to a certain point, but beyond that 
point I will absolutely disregard it, and 
act contrary to “2 F.em sorry not to 
see in his place the late chief law officer 
of the Crown, who would, perhaps, have 
been able to enlighten the House with 
his opinion upon that subject. He under- 
took to take the opinion of the law 
officers, and that opinion itself was that 
the duty was leviable whenever a death 
took place after the Act. But the right 
honourable Gentleman said, “I will levy 
the duty in some instances, and I will 
not levy it in others.” That was 
done by an executive act of his own. I 
say, Sir, that dispensing power of that 
sort ought not to be thus exercised, and 
if the right honourable Gentleman in- 
tends to continue this variation from the 
opinion of the law officers of the Crown 
he ought to put it into a clause and 
embody it in this Act. I now come to 
another jpoint. The right honourable 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is positively so enamoured of 
these death duties, and so determined 
to carry out the system of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire, and to win his 
praises and compliments across the Table 
—compliments which they bandy be- 
tween each other whenever finance is 
mentioned—he is so determined to do 
this that he will not give us the two 
small remissions which he promised us. 
In the Budget speech of the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman, upon which the Bill 
is founded, he promised two small 
trifling alleviations under the death 
duties, amounting to £208,000. I 
submit to this House that he has 
ill-will towards 
the victims of these death duties. 
One is the succession duties, and the 


VOL. LVIII. 


shown nothine but 


[Fourtn Serres. | 





{6 Junz 1898} Bill. 810 


other is postponement of the duties. He 
is so enamoured of them that he will not 
give the alleviation he has promised with 
regard to them. What occurred? Four- 
teen days after he had promised these 
remissions of the death duties he comes 
down to this House and tells us that he 
is going to withdraw these promised 
remissions, because, forsooth, the Court 
of Appeal had given a decision against 
the Crown in the case of the Attorney 
General v. Beach, in which case the 
whole of the question as to whether on 
the death of the life tenant any duty 
was payable was discussed. So that the 
reason that the decision was against the 
Crown, and for that reason alone, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer tells the 
House that he is going to withdraw those 
small remissions of death duties which 
he had promised only 14 days before. 
Let me remark that the decision of the 
Court of Appeal was a very important 
and a very serious one, because it said 
that that duty was not payable, and, 
consequently, it followed that all such 
duties that had been levied up to that 
time had, under the circumstances, been 
unlawfully levied, and undoubtedly every 
farthing of duty so levied will have to 
be returned. The right honourable 
Gentleman may fight as he likes, but I 
repeat that he will have to return every 
farthing he has levied without the autho- 
rity of the law. I undertake to say that 
that will be done if that decision be 
upheld by the House of Lords. But did 
that decision justify the right honour- 
able Gentleman in withdrawing the re- 
missions of duty which he had already 
promised! Not at all. There was not 
the slightest justification. The right 
honourable Gentleman two years ago 
admitted that the point was extremely 
doubtful, and he founded that opinion 
upon what was absolutely the opinion of 
the highest authorities. He knew it 
was possible, he must have believed it 
to be probable, that the Court of Appeal 
would decide as it did decide, and yet 
with all this knowledge he came down 
and promised these remissions, and 
before the possible had occurred; and 
after the Court of Appeal had given its 
decision, it is absurd to tell us that he 
had an idea that it was an entirely new 
and unexpected event ; or, because it was 
entirely new and unexpected, that he 
must withdraw the small paltry alleviation 
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of £280,000 that he had absolutely 
promised more than a fortnight before. 
Such conduct is not becoming the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. If the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer cannot foresee 
what everybody else foresaw, what many 
of us predicted, including so humble a 
layman as myself, upheld as we were by 
high legal opinion, then the sooner th: 
Secretary to the Treasury is promoted 
to a higher office the better. This with- 
drawal has absolutcly no justification in 
the decision of the Court of Appeal, and 
I cannot myself understand why so paltry 
a step was taken in connection with a 
matter which not unexpected. I 
must say it looks much less like finance 
than temper. I have other 
and the last. It is with respect to this 
very which the Chancellor the 
Exchequer puts forward as justifying 
him in withdrawing the remission of duty 


was 


one word, 


case or 


which he has promised in his Budget 
to do it, but J do 
charging the 
with an 


speech. I Sorry 
not think [ can 
I honourable 


rivht 
absolute breach 


atthi 
escape 

Gentleman 
of faith. I hesitate 
but I fail find any 
other term which precisely expresses 
what he has done in this very matter, 
which, as I say, he puts forward as a 
reason for withdrawing the promised re- 
Two years ago he undertook 
twice—first to the honourable Member 
for the Woodbridge Division of Suffolk. 
who certainly is most amiably disposed 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
to whom the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
equally amiably disposed; and, 
secondly, to me, before this House and 
to this House, that if the proposed 
Amendment by the honourable Member 
for Woodbridge was withdrawn he 
would pay the reasonable costs of both 
sides in the case of the Attorney General 
v. Beach, in order to obtain a final and 
authoritative decision of the law. He 
has withdrawn that promise, and has now 
announced that he will not pay the costs 
of the respondent in the House of Lords. 
I say that when one considers what 
occurred—and perhaps the House will 
bear with me while I recall the words of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer—this 
does create a of faith to the 
House, one which really ought to 
be most amply explained, in a way that 


before so doing, to 


missions. 


is 


breach 
and 


I am unable to conceive, or else with- 


Mr. Gibson 


Fowles. 
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drawn from, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer now undertakes to do what 
it is his duty to do, and pay for it. 
On the 3rd July, 1896, the Member for 
Woodbridge moved an Amendment, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer then 
said that all he wanted was an authorita- 
tive decision which would settle the law, 
and that he would be prepared to pay 
the reasonable costs of both sides. Up in 
that my honourable Friend withdrew the 
Amendment. I was interested from the 
beginning in this Amendment, [ had a 
certain inventor’s patent right in it, and 
I was not thoroughly satisfied with my 
honourable Friend the Member for th 
Woodbridge Division for withdrawing it, 

little satistied was I that davs 
after UT moved it myself, and for this 
very gocd reason, because, as I pointed 
out at the time, that he did 
not accept the Amendment, and should 
the decision of the courts @o against him, 
he would cither have to return a large 
sum of money, or he would have to ask 
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the House of Commons to pass an Act 
of Indemnity for his unlawful act. 
That will now very probably have 
to be done: but if he = asks for 
an Act of Indemnity I do _ not 
believe he will get it. In reply to me 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
that he would pay the reasonable costs 
of both sides, and it not till after 
the Court of Appeal had decided against 
him that on the 12th May last he sud- 
denly announced—I will undertake 
say to the astonishment and amazement 


was 


10 


of everybody who has followed this ques- 
tion—that he refused to pay the 
of the respondent in the House of Lords. 


costs 


*Tre CHANCELLOR or EX- 
CHEQUER: That is not the fact, Sir. 


THE 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Now, really 
the right honourable Gentleman forces 
me to quote from an eminent work, the 
Official Reports of this House. I take 
care, Sir, to bring my authorities down 
with me as well as to verify my quota- 
On the 12th May (I am quoting 
from “Hansard”), in reply to a ques- 
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tion from myself, after having dealt with 
the the 
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other matters, Chancellor of 


“Tt is not intended to pay the costs of the 
respondent in the appeal to the House of Lords. 
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“Mr. Gibson Bowles : Did not the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer absolutely undertake to pay 
the reasonable costs of both sides? Did he 
make any restriction to the effect that the 
undertaking should apply only to the inferior 
Court? 

“The Chancellor of the Exchequer: Yes, 
i did. 

“Mr. Gibson Bowles: No. 

“The Chancellor of the Exchequer: I did. 
We were quite content with the judgment of 
the Divisional Court.” 


that. 
EXCHEQUER 


Now let the House appreciate 
[The CHANCELLOR of the 
rose to explain.] No, no, no! Let me 
finish first. I do not want my speech to 
be broken up into little bits. 

“We were quite content with the judgment 
cf the Divisional Court.” 
He had paid the costs there. Yes, he 
would pay the costs, forsooth, when the 
decision goes in his favour, but not when 
it goes against him. Now what becomes 
of the denial of the right honourable 
Gentleman on the statement that I have 
made, that he said he would refuse to 
pay the costs? I undertake to say that 
[I have absolutely and amply proved that 
what I said was correct. I have only 
two more words to say, and perhaps the 
right honourable Gentleman will save 
his defence till I have said them. I say 
that the right honourable Gentleman has 
applied a theory throughout the whole of 
these Debates on the death duties which 
we had no expectation that he would 
have applied. In 1894 Property went 
down from Jerusalem to Jericho, and fell 
among death duties, which fell upon him 
and wounded him and left him for half 
dead. Then, when this Government came 
into power, we thought that, if it was 
not the good Samaritan, it was, at any 
rate, the priest or the Levite; but no, 
not at all, it is only another form of the 
death duties, and instead of treating the 
victims of these duties with charity and 
commiseration, and trying to heal up 
their wounds, it seems to me as if he 
is only looking for another opportunity 
to inflict further wounds upon them. 
We are disappointed at the treatment we 
have received from the right honourable 
Gentleman, and I cannot call his conduct 
with regard to this undertaking to pay 
the costs of both sides by any other name 
than that of a breach of faith. If he 
can prove that I am wrong I shall only be 
too glad to own that in some respects I 
am mistaken. All I can say is, that 
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before making this charge I have looked 
through every word of “ Hansard” since 
1896, and have never found any qualifi- 
cation whatever of his original under- 
taking, nor any repudiation of it, until 
I came to May of this year. Under these 
circumstances I shall only be too glad if 
the right honourable Gentleman can clear 
himself of the charge which it has been 
my unfortunate duty to make. So far as 
the public records of this House go, I 
am perfectly justified in complaining of 
the way in which he has dealt with this 
subject. I regret that it has fallen to 
my lot to raise this matter, but I have 
had no choice. I have assisted in it 
from the beginning, I have always taken 
the greatest interest in it, and I have 
endeavoured to do my duty to the right 
honourable Gentleman and to the suf- 
ferers from the new legislation, and I 
am disappointed at the attitude of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. As the 
case stands at present, although I hesi- 
tate to do so, I cannot characterise his 
conduct in any other way than that of 
a breach of faith. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) : 
I do not intend to enter into this con- 
test between the honourable Member and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer upon 
this question, because there are no two 
Members who are better capable of taking 
care of themselves and give efficient 
answers to each other than the right 
honourable Gentleman and the honour- 
able Member for King’s Lynn. When 
this subject first came before the House 
we were told that this devising power 
was exercised in an extra-legal fashion, 
if I may use such a word. I quite agree 
with the honourable Member for King’s 
Lynn that it would be better that it 
should be made an intra-legal power, and 
under a power given to the Treasury by 
Act of Parliament. I am confident that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer will do 
his utmost to bring forward legislation 
on the subject, and give the Treasury 
this power, which undoubtedly it ought 
to have, and which it ought to exercise 
only on exceptional occasions. The 
honourable Member began his speech 
to-night, as so many honourable 
Members have, by criticising this 
Bill on the ground that the 
Government did not spend enough, and 
that they ought not to remit taxation. 
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Now, I go on entirely different 
lines. My complaint against the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer in the present 
and the two previous Budgets is that, so 
far from his not having spent enough, he 
has spent altogether too much. He has 
remitted no special taxation, and bas 
made no special effort to diminish 
the National Debt. He challenged 
criticism upon his three Budgets. He has 
come into office at a time of exceptional 
and unparalleled prosperity, when year 
after year he has had gigantic surpluses 
rolling in upon him, due in part to the 
Finance Bill, and in part to the period 
of exceptional prosperity through 
which we are passing. He has had these 
surpluses rolling in without his having 
imposed a single item of taxation. He 
has told us that the increase of the re- 
venue of the country during these three 
years has been something like 12 millions 
of money. He has told us he has spent 
it. He has added to the expenditure of 
the country by the sum of 12 millions 
a year. I am not going to dwell 
upon a topic which has been touched so 
well and deftly by the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, but there are two or three 
observations which I should like to make 
with regard to this matter. First of all, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, notwith- 
standing the opportunity he has had of su 
doing, has not diminished the national 
indebtedness, but, on the other hand, has 
increased the expenditure of the country, 
and this year the right honourable Gentle- 
man has neglected the practice of 
economy. With regard to the reduction 
of debt he has told us in his Budget 
speech that there was a reduction of six 
and a half millions of money. He was 
asked by the right honourable Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire as 
to a million of money which comes in in 
the present year, but which will rank as 
a reduction for the year 1898-99. He 
stated that during the past 10 years 
there had been areduction of £66,000,000 
of debt, and that that was an average of 
six and a half millions of money per 
annum, and if he had cast his eye back 
he would have seen that the average 
would have gone back to the year 1880. 
The question I should like to ask is this: 
if six and a half millions of money per 
annum in reduction of debt is an ade- 
quate amount to devote to that purpose 
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in 1880 or in 1890, is it adequate in the 
present year, in a time of unexampled 
prosperity, with a largely increased 
revenue? Let me present the House with 
a single figure upon the subject. In 
1881-82 the net revenue, according tothe 
return of the honourable Member for 
Wolverhampton, was £74,000,000 ster- 
ling; 10 years later it was £86,000,000 ; 
and this year we may take it that it will 
be £103,000,000 or £104,000,000. Now, 
six millions and a half of money devoted 
to the reduction of debt, out of a revenue 
of £74,000,000, is a much larger sum 
than a similar sum devoted out of a 
revenue of £104,000,000. A very 
much larger sum, and devoted with 
less burden upon the country. The 
burdens upon the country and the total 
debt charge were just the same 20 years 
ago as they are to-day. The reduction 
is very much less now. The amount 
devoted to the reduction of the debt 
charge was very much greater than you 
had; in 1887 about 34 per cent. was 
devoted to that purpose, but only about 
25 per cent. is devoted to it now. I really 
do think that the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
ought to give us now some reason why he 
had not given a greater reduction. 
During the three years he has been in 
office he suspended the old sinking fund 
in the first year for the purpose of naval 
works, and in the second year for the 
purpose of military, and this year for 
the purposes of public buildings. In 
that way he has withdrawn a very con- 
siderable amount of money—from the old 
sinking fund last year alone some three 
and a quarter millions of money. I am not 
disputing his right to do that, but if he 
does do so it is clearly more incumbent 
upon him to discover some alternative 
means of reducing the debt of the country, 
and we are strengthened in making this 
demand by the Budget speech delivered 
by the right honourable Gentleman two 
years ago. In that speech he was pressed 
by the honourable Member for Wolver- 
hampton to make some special effort for 
the reduction of the National Debt. The 
honourable Member for Wolverhampton 
quite recognised the difficulties of the 
position of the right honourable Gentle- 
man at that time, owing to the price of 
Consols. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer said he would rather not be pressed 
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upon the subject then, but he would give 
this matter his consideration, with a 
view of putting before the House and the 
country some further and better pro- 
posals*by which advantage might be 
taken of the exceptional prosperity of 
the country. I think we might now get 
some explanation from him on the sub. 
ject. I do not propose to detain the 
House in view of what has taken place 
to-night and during the last two or three 
years, and owing to the way in which we 
have increased our naval expenditure with 
a view to meeting possible trouble in the 
future ; but I do think the right honour- 
able Gentleman should have reduced that 
which is pre-eminently a war tax, namely, 
the income tax. If it had been put for- 
ward by any fiscal authority in this coun- 
try 10 years ago, or even six years ago, 
that the income tax should be left at &d. 
in the £ in such times of prosperity 
as we have had, no one would have been 
more surprised than the right honour- 
able Gentleman himself. The first time 
he had the honour to hold the office 
which he now adorns was in 1885. He 
then had to make up a makeshift 
Budget, in order to carry on to the end 
of the year. One of the proposals then 
made was that, in order to find money, 
the income tax should be raised to &d. 
in the £, and that was consented to 
by the House. In the next year, 1886, 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire, who 
was then the Chancellor of the Exche 
quer, maintained the income tax at 8d. 
in the £, and the very first person 
who protested against that was the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer. If 
he turns to the Hansard Debates of the 
15th April, 1886, he will find confirma- 
tion of what I say. He will find in the 
discussion upon the Budget of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire that one of the 
first observations of the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was an observa- 
tion of great regret' that upon that 
Measure the House should be asked to 
sanction an income tax of 8d. in the 
£ Now, if he objected to the 
income tax of 8d. in the ¢£ 
of 1886, he surely ought to have 
taken advantage of the opportunities he 
has had during the last three years. He 
might have chosen for reduction what 
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is, as I have said before, pre-eminently 
a war tax, which, if he reduces in times 
of prosperity, he can easily increase again 
in times of trouble. The only other 
point which I wish to urge is this: I 
have stated how the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has not made use of his great 
opportunities of reducing taxation, but 
more than that, and worse than that, he 
has largely increased the permanent 
expenditure of this country. In times of 
unparalleled prosperity he has told us 
that the expenditure has gone up by 12 
millions of money. He has permanently 
increased the naval and military expendi- 
ture by six and a half millions of money. 
I am not disputing the right to do so. 
He has had the opinion of the House 
and of the country. behind him, and if 
honourable Gentlemen want to find 
fault with him upon that score, then they 
should find fault with the Government 
of which he is a Member, whose policy 
has made that expenditure necessary. 
He was justified in making that expendi- 
ture, and he made it on the ground of 
public opinion. He has increased the 
education expenditure by £1,750,000 and 
local taxation by £2,500,000, and includ- 
ing the amount required by the Irish Local 
Government Bill and the Scotch Local 
Government Bill, which will come in the 
course of the next year or the year after, 
he has increased the expenditure by 
£3,000,000. In saddling a charge of this 
kind upon the country, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has, in my opinion. 
shown himself to be a lax guardian of 
the public purse. There is no occasion 
on which I feel a greater distrust of the 
right honourable Gentlemen on both 
the Front Benches than when the ex- 
Chancellor of the Exchequer congratu- 
lates the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and the other way about. 
The present holder of that office told 
us that two years ago he preached a 
sermon of economy. His speech on that 
occasion was seconded by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire, and the sermon 
was as barren of all consequences as 
sermons usually are, but he says this 
year being pressed for increased expendi- 
ture by Members of this House, and by 
his colleagues, he was unable to resist. 
But is that a true statement of the 
case? Is that the proper way for him 
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to put it to us, when we know perfectly 
well that we have attempted to urge 
questions upon this House for the curtail- 
ment of this expenditure of money! We 
know how powerless we are. We had an 
instance of that in the early part of this 
evening, to which I need not refer. I 
will give an instance which occurred in 
the earlier part of this Session—when a 
Motion was brought before this House, 
upon which it was urged that better 
terms should be given for harbour loans, 
and that money might be advanced for 
railways on better terms. That was pro- 
posed by the honourable Member for 
Hampshire, and all sections of the House 
—Members of every political complexion 
—supported it ; but the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer did not even trouble to reply 
to that demand himself; he deputed the 
task of replying to the Secretary to the 
Treasury, who replied, I might almost 
say, with brutal frankness, that we might 
take the terms of the Harbour Loans 
Act—which are absolutely useless—if ‘ve 
pleased, and that was all. I only bring 
that before the House to show how easy 
it is for any Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to refuse any demands which are made 
upon him, and yet he says he cannot 
resist the rapacity of his colleagues. In 
saying that, in my opinion, he shows 
himself false to his trust as Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. He is the one barrier 
we have to put up against the rapacity 
of his colleagues, and when they press 
their demands, which must result in a 
heavy charge being placed upon the tax- 
payer, it is the Chancellor of the Exche 
quer who is bound to resist them. If 
he does not resist them, he must take 
the responsibility of that expenditure 
upon his own shoulders. With regard to 
what the right honourable Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire 
said when he dealt with the large expen- 
diture, which he characterised as pure 
wastefulness, I entirely agree; and I 
desire to point out to the House that if 
any Government have been neglectful in 
this regard it is the present Government, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
must be held to _ be responsible. 
Now, it has been pointed out by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth that the local taxa- 
tion grant comes to 12 or 13 
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millions of money. I will limit 
myself to the grant paid to the local 
taxation fund, which began 10 years ago, 
In the year 1891 that grant amounted 
to five millions of money; between the 
years 1891 and 1892 it increased to 
seven and a half millions of money; 
between 1892 and 1896 it remained 
stationary ; but since the right honour 
able Gentleman the present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer came into office it has risen 
by leaps and bounds, first to eight 
millions and a quarter, and then to nine 
millions and a half, at which it stands 
in the present year, and when the whole 
amount of the Irish Local Government 
Bill and the Scotch Local Government 
Bill has to be reckoned as well it 
will amount to 10 or 11 millions. I do 
think that the Chancellor of the Exche 
quer, in saddling the expenditure of the 
country permanently with a charge of 
this character, has hardly been a safe 
guardian of the public purse; although 
during the three years he has been in 
office he has not neglected to preach to 
us economy, there is no doubt, in my 
opinion, that he has sadly neglected to 
practise it. 

*Srr_ J. FERGUSSON = (Manches- 
ter, N.E.): The honourable Gentle 
man who has just sat down has, to a 
large extent, answered himself, because, 
though he reproached the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with not reducing the 
National Debt, he pointed out that the 
money had been expended in accordance 
with public demands, and that there was 
no surplus left with which to make any 
reduction. It is hardly necessary to say 
that if the revenue, which, as he says, is 
so large, is required for these purposes, 
there is no other source from which the 


National Debt can be reduced. My 
honourable Friend at the end of his 
speech, and I think it was the only 


charge of extravagance he was able to 
bring against the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, alluded to the large and 
growing sums devoted to local taxation. 
Now, I remember demands being made 
in this House, and resolutions passed 
demanding that relief should be 
given to local taxation, and it was 
only by the Consolidated Fund that 
that demand could be satisfied. Now 
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I am concerned more especially to offer, 
if not objections, at all events an expres- 
sion of doubt as to the wisdom of the 
financial scheme in another particular, 
and I hope I shall be able to state it 
without in any way transgressing or 
trespassing upon a subject not before the 
House. The prominent part of the 
Budget is the reduction of taxation wpon 
@ particular item, and I cannot help 
expressing my doubt as to whether it is 
wise to reduce taxation in such a direc- 
tion. Since the Budget was framed, and 
since the right honourable Gentleman 
made his Budget speech, many things 
have happened, many things which may 
make us doubt whether it is not wise to 
keep a reserve in view of possible con- 
tingencies. To grant a reduction upon 
taxation which is easily borne and 
scarcely felt, but which, if foregone, is 
not easily replaced, may cause hereafter 
grave difficulty. I will not describe 
the Measure next on the Paper (the Re- 
serves Bill) ; nobody would say it is the 
best expedient that can be found for the 
emergency, but we are told that any 
other expedient would cost too much 
money. Well, it is manifestly to the 
interests of this country that our 
military forces should be efficient, and 
if we deprive ourselves of the narrow 
margin we possess how can we supply 
the necessary funds for possible con- 
tingencies! If you look at our interests 
all over the world, where our rights 
may be challenged at any moment, there 
is no doubt it is most essential for the 
diplomatic force, upon which our 
supremacy rests, to be supported by 
material force. How can that material 
force be supplied if we deprive ourselves 
of the margin which is not now more 
than sufficient to meet the contingencies 
which may arise? It is hardly necessary 
to say that all the Government asked for 
is used for the protection of the country, 
but it is not showing any want of con- 
fidence in the Government if some of us 
ask that they would now reconsider some 
of the proposals which would seem 
to deprive them of the margin which 


they may possibly require. 


_*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): After the speech which has 
fallen from the honourable Gentleman 
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on the other side of the House, I will not 
occupy more than a few moments, but I 
want to draw attention to the meresse 
of the expenditure during the last few 
years, and accentuate what has already 
been said upon that subject. Im my 
humble judgment, when we are con- 
paring one year’s expenditure with 
another, we ought to include ail the 
expenses of the country. Now we bave 
eliminated from many of our accounts 
the contributions to local taxation, 
and we have eliminated the cost 
of all the works in connection with 
capital items of expenditure, such as bar- 
racks, naval works, and Uganda Railway. 
If all these items were added together, I 
think the House would be astonished to 
find that whereas in 1895 the expenditure 
of the country was £101,000,000, it has 
now reached for the year ending March, 
1898, the sum of £117,639,000. In 
other words, while the population has 
increased during that period, only 2.28 
per cent., the expenditure, and conse 
quently the revenue, has increased some- 
thing like 15 per cent. Now, I represent 
a constituency in which any expenditure 
on naval construction is very welcome, 
and my constituents are quite prepared 
to agree to any increase of expenditure 
from that point of view, but they are not 
satisfied that we are getting as a nation 
our money’s worth in connection with 
this enormous expenditure which is now 
going on. I do not think that the Volun- 
tary system, as it is called, really accounts 
for the difference between the enormous 
sums we pay, as compared with those paid 
by many foreign nations. If we look to 
the estimated expenditure for the year 
ending in March next, we find that nearly 
107 millions will be the expenditure 
charged against revenue, and there will 
be, over and above the local taxation 
contribution of £9,500,000, I suppcse, 
the inevitable Supplementary Estimate, 
probably reaching to a million pounds 
more, that will have to be provided for 
within the current year. The right hon- 
ourable Gentleman says that is provided 
for, but it was provided for in the year 
before, and yet we had Supplementary 
Estimates to the amount of £3,100,000, 
for which a margin was only allowed of 
£1,900,000. We shall then have a large 
sum for special items of capital expendi- 
ture under the Naval Defence Act, or 


Cine ae tong Ty i 


Ses 


es Suita 


pa Ry ate cE RY 


Sm (ag a a A 


9 Make at AES SERED 





823 


other Acts. The estimated expenditure 
of 116 millions for the current year 
will therefore probably be exceeded by 
two or three millions, and I should not 
be surprised if we reached 120 millions 
for the total expenditure of the current 
year. I have spoken of extravagances in 
connection with the Army and Navy. I 
believe the money voted for these Ser- 
vices may be required at the present 
time, but I believe it is only required in 
consequence of the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government in connection with Foreign 
affairs. Of course, it would not be in 
order for me to deal now with that 
matter in any detail, but it appears to us 
on this side of the House that the policy 
which has necessitated this large expendi- 
ture for the Army and Navy is not a 
resolute or straightforward policy, and it 
is wanting in that foresight which would 
tend to secure economy in the military 
and naval establishments. There is also 
extravagance in connection with doles and 
State grants in aid of Voluntary schyels 
without any accompanying conditions i 
secure educational efficiency. There are 
two millions a year going to English 
landlords, and there is a further grant 
to Irish landlords in order to bribe 
them to accept the Irish Local Govern- 
ment Bill. That cannot be considered 
as anything else than a bribe, for it must 
be well known to honourable Gentlemen 
opposite that the Irish landlords woulé 
not have accepted the Local Government 
Bill unless they had received a contribu- 
tion from the Exchequer. 


Sm R. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge): I beg leave to contradict 
that statement of the honourable Gen- 
tleman. 
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*Mr. J. A. PEASE: I quite agree that 
the honourable Gentleman himself would 
have been prepared to accept the Local 
Government Bill without such a contribu- 
tion, but I know that there are many 
Irish landlords who would not have been 


prepared to do so. These local taxation 
contributions and grants in aid are, in 
my opinion, financially unsound, and in 
that regard also I believe that the pre 
sent Government ought to be blamed. 
The right honourable Gentleman who last 
addressed the House has justified those 
grants on the ground that incidence of tax- 
ation makes grants in aid necessary. I am 
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one of those who believe that every indi- 
vidual in this country ought to contribute 
something directly to the revenue of the 
country, and I would like to see the 
teetotaller pay just as much as anyone 
else to the revenue of the country. I 
should like to have such a graduated 
system of taxation as would secure that 
everyone should contribute to taxation 
in proportion to his means. I know that 
that is an ideal very difficult to realise, 
but we are going in the right direction, 
So far, for example, as the reduction of 
the tobacco duty is concerned, I am in 
accordance with the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and I believe that he will 
find that the revenue from tobacco will 
be increased, and that the relief he hag 
afforded in that direction will in a year cr 
two be made up to the Exchequer. Sir, 
I am obliged to the House for listening 
to these observations, and I trust that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will resist 
these demands which are constantly made 
upon him for grants in aid for local 
purposes, because I believe they only pro 
mote extravagance and lead to waste of 
public money. 


*Mr. J. LOWTHER (Kent, Thanet): 
Sir, the honourable Member for the Tyne- 
side Division has indulged in a lament 
over the extravagance of our expenditure, 
but I think he knows that owing to the 
fact that the great mass of voters pay 
little or no taxation, nothing is more 
popular with the electorate than bloated 
expenditure. Honourable Members are 
no doubt aware that economy in Im- 
perial expenditure has become an obso- 
lete cry. I remember that in my early 
Parliamentary days every Member ad- 
dressing his constituents used to insist 
upon the necessity of economy, but it 
is not so now, and the conventional 
reference to the subject has even 
vanished, I believe, from Queen’s 
Speeches of recent years, since the 
old relations between taxation and repre- 
sentation have been abandoned. I think 
it is almost impossible to resist the 
conclusion that the right honourable 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean has made out an unanswerable 
case. It is no doubt a matter of opinion 
on which Members may differ, whether 
this country ought to adopt the prim- 
ciple of economy in expenditure so far as 
to keep down the demands for the Ser- 
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vices and for education, and all those 
purposes which require so much money, 
but Her Majesty’s Government have not 
taken that line. The Government say 
we must build, I do not know how many 
more ships than any other Power, for the 
position of this country renders it neces- 
sary. How, then, do we stand in 
that regard! The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer confesses his inability, and the 
inability of anyone in his position, to 
resist public demands in the direction of 
additional expenditure. As the right 
honourable Gentleman has pointed out, 
many of these demands are automatic. 
They are beyond his control, beyond the 
control of his colleagues, and beyond the 
control of the country itself. In regard 
to some of these matters, Parliament is 
not master of its own actions, and yet, 
knowing that, my right honourable 
Friend the Chancellor of ‘the Exchequer 
comes down and proposes a Budget at a 
time when there is great national anxiety 
with regard to the condition of affairs 
abroad—an anxiety which my right 
honourable Friend has not himself 
largely helped to dispel—in which he 
asks us to surrender an important item o1 
revenue. Well, it brings me to the 
question of what kind of taxation it is 
that my right honourable Friend pro- 
poses to reduce. He knows very well that 
indirect taxation once given up is very 
difficult to reimpose. Some of us are old 
enough to remember the unfortunate and 
suicidal act of Sir Stafford Northcote with 
regard to the sugar duties. Sir Stafford 
Northcote, at a time when the revenue 
was supposed to be advancing by “leaps 
and bounds,” flung to the winds a tax 
for the repeal of which there was no 
serious demand—an act which, I believe, 
was seriously regretted by himself be- 
fore many weeks were over, and which 
everybody, unless it be the right honour- 
able Member for Monmouthshire, has 
deprecated as being foolish and unwise. 
It appears to me that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is fatally following in 
those footsteps. Some of the money 
voted for the Navy was held in reserve 
last year, but the naval preparations 
of foreign Powers will force his 
hand in respect of naval expenditure. 
Unquestionably the receipt from Cus- 
toms and Excise duties have reached 
dimensions which are certainly above the 
average at the present time, and when 
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the inevitable set-back takes place, 
where is the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to look for the million odd which he is so 
gleefully casting away to-night? Unless 
he adopts an entirely new method of 
finance he will find it very difficult to 
replace what he is about to take off. 
What does that bring us to? The in- 
come tax, which has reached an enormous 
figure, will have, undoubtedly, to be in- 
creased in the near future. I would 
rather that there had been no reduction 
in taxation, and that the money should 
have been kept for urgent requirements, 
but if there was to be a reduction, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer might have 
taken a halfpenny off the income tax. 
He could then, when the emergency 
arises—and arise it must—put that 
hafpenny back, and perhaps add another 
halfpenny to it. But how, in time of 
need, is my right honourable Friend 
going to replace the indirect taxation 
which he is now recklessly taking off? 
I am afraid it will be the old story over 
again. Indirect taxation once given up 
is very difficult indeed to reimpose. The 
consequence will be that an addition will 
have to be made once more to the income 
tax which, for a time of peace, is already 
disgracefully high. I say that my right 
honourable Friend’s Budget is most un- 
satisfactory and most unsound. He has 
reduced an indirect tax which nobody 
complained of until he announced from 
his place in Parliament that it was his 
intention to reduce it by over a million. 
No one had ever felt the tobacco duties 
to be irksome, and no one is grateful to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer for hav- 
ing reduced them. The honourable 
Member for Leicester, who represents 
at any rate the Trade Unionist section of 
the labouring classes, and speaks with 
authority on this subject, said the reduc- 
tion of the tobacco duty would be of no 
benefit to the working classes. He told 
us that he was a consumer of tobacco 
upon a relatively large scale, but said 
he had not found the quality improved, 
or the price a _ fraction cheaper, 
in consequence of the Budget. I am a 
non-smoker, and, therefore, am not an 
authority on the subject; but it seems 
to be the opinion of smokers that what 
ever benefit may accrue from the reduc- 
tion will go, not to the consumer, but to 
the retailer. If the consumption of 
tobacco is increased, I doubt if the 
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community will be very much benefited 
thereby, for people smoke quite enough 
already. I claim that it is unsound 
finance to reduce an indirect tax which 
nobody felt excessive, for which reduc 
tion there was no popular demand, and 
which it will be very difficult to replace. 
But how about another reduction of my 
right honourable Friend—namely, his 
reduction to certain privileged classes of 
income tax payers! I object to the 
dangerous development of the principle 
of graduated income tax proposed in the 
Budget. It is the last thing we would 
have expected from a Conservative Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, with a large 
majority at his back, and no doubt it will 
be improved upon by my right honour- 
able Friend’s successors. So long as it 
was a question of relieving those who 
could plead poverty, the principle, though 
unsound, was intelligible. It was intel- 
ligible to say that a certain class of the 
Queen’s subjects were so poor that they 
ought to be relieved in respect to 
taxation; but in this case the prin- 
ciple is carried so far that I see no 
reason why another year it should not 
be carried several hundreds a year 
further, and become a_ thoroughly 
graduated income tax. The Leader of 
the Opposition, when he introduced his 
monstrous Budget of 1894, declared that 
in dealing with the death duties he was 
only following the example of his prede- 
cessor, the present First Lord of the 
Admiralty. Therefore, when Conservative 
Chancellors of the Exchequer establish 
dangerous Radical and Socialistic prin- 
ciples, they cannot complain if eventually 
they get the blame when their successors 
advance upon those principles and make 
them intolerable to the community. We 
did not, of course, expect that my right 
honourable Friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who had in this House 
denounced the death duties amidst 
deafening cheers, would have abolished 
them, but we did expect that he 
would have modified them in a 
friendly sense towards those who had 
been mulcted by them. The action of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer with re- 
gard to death duties is a great disappoint- 
ment to the right honourable Gentle- 
man’s political friends, not only in Parlia- 
ment, but throughout the country. He has 
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done practically nothing to afford substan- 
tial relief to the payers of death duties, 
I must express my great disappointment 
at this Budget, which, in my opinion, 
extends very much unsound principles 
of finance. The principles of taxa- 


tion adopted are most unconservative, 
and I do not think I have ever heard a 
more unsatisfactory or unsound Budget 
than the one under discussion, and [ 
believe, whatever may be said in this 
House, that it is a most unpopular one 
in the country. 


Mr. BUXTON (Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): We have heard a good deal about 
the speeches of the Members of the 
Government, but I think the House and 
the country are prepared to accept the 
policy of the Government rather than the 
speeches that have been made. The 
Government have stated that they have 
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for the amount of money which they 
consider is sufficient to ensure the safety 
of the country, but a surplus of 
£2,000,000 is a surplus which they can 
deal with in time of peril; therefore, I 
think the Government are very wise in 
remitting the taxation which they pro 
pose. It seems to me that this million 
and a half which is to be given in re 
mission of taxation had much better be 
put into the pockets of the consumers 
and the trade of this country, and i 
the Government at some future time find 
it necessary to increase taxation for the 
time being for the safety of the country, 
they can do so; but in the meantime the 
country and the consumer have had the 
benefit of the remissions. My quarrel 
with the Government is a different one ; 
it is that they have not chosen an article 
of indirect taxation upon which there will 
be much benefit to the consumer or the 
trade of the country, because at the best 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer can 
only give 6d. in the pound upon tobacco, 
which will not reduce the price except 
very slightly, but will only improve the 
tobacco. Now, some honourable Mem- 
bers upon this side of the House think 
that. if the Government give a reduction 
of taxation, the reduction ought to go to 
the consumer and not to the middleman. 
We also think the Government ought to 
deal more substantially with the tea duty 
rather than the tobacco duty; but I am 
not going to discuss that question to 
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night, as it is obvious to anyone who 
has studied the matter that the reduc- 
tion of the tea duty would go 
directly into the pockets of the 
consumer, and that the consumer would 
practically enjoy the whole benefit of the 
reduction of taxation. When you reduce 
a duty from 3s. 2d. to 2s. 8d. I think it 
is highly improbable that the consumer, 
even in the slightest degree, will benefit 
from it. The right honourable Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has not 
pleaded the question of revision, because 
he gave the House the option of having 
the reduction off tea or off tobacco. It 
has been shown that the loss through 
the reduction of 2d. in the pound upon 
tea would be slightly in excess of the 
loss caused by the reduction of 6d. upon 
tobacco. The right honourable Gentle 
man who spoke just now talked of the 
danger of surrendering taxation, because, 
when once taken off, it would not be re- 
imposed. 


*Mr. J. LOWTHER I think my 
honourable Friend misunderstood me. I 
said the reduction of a tax could not 
be remedied by putting it on again. You 
know perfectly well it cannot. 


Mr. BUXTON: That the tax being 
reduced, it cannot be increased again! 
Well, we have had that experience in the 
Crimean War in regard to tea, and only 
a year or two ago the tobacco tax itseli 
was increased by 4d. That 4d. was found 
not to answer, and I think the mere fact 
that the increase of 4d. was found to be 
of no advantage to the revenue, and did 
not bring in what was wanted, shows that 
a similar arrangement would not go to 
the consumer. The other proposition upon 
the Budget is one in which I entirely 
agree with the right honourable Gentle- 
man—namely, the proposed remission of 
the income tax, and applying the gradua- 
tion to a higher scale than at present. I 
should be sorry to see the remission of 
the income tax placed below the £160 
it is at present, and I think the right 
honourable Gentleman has done right in 
increasing the graduation up to £700. 
Some honourable Gentlemen suggest a 
scheme of income tax upon a valuation 
basis, but I think that would not be 
economical. We get the valuation in the 
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death duties. The increasing of the 
graduation of the income tax is a matter 
to which I give my cordial consent. We 
have had some criticism from the honour- 
able Member for King’s Lynn and other 
honourable Members upon the death 
duties, but I do not understand the 
honourable Member for King’s Lynn ; be- 
cause, although he said it would be wrong 
to give away any of this surplus in taxa- 
tion, he was so opposed to the death 
duties that we should have lost millions 
a year. I take it we on this side of the 
House are glad the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has maintained the principle 
of the death duties of 1894, and the pro- 
cess of collection, and has declined to 
give way to pressure brought to bear 
upon him, so as to reduce the proceeds 
of the tax. If a case of real hardship 
could be shown, that hardship could be 
remedied ; but I think it is a dangerous 
thing to attempt small changes in a 
great tax, carefully thought out in this 
House, because an attempt to relieve 
hardships would lead to greater hard- 
ships in the end. With regard to the 
reduction of debt, I for one rejoice that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is allow- 
ing the new Sinking Fund to act freely, 
and to reduce a large amount annually, 
but I regret that he has not seen his 
way to increase the principle of the old 
Sinking Fund. I think we ought to re- 
member two things, as the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer pointed out, that while 
we are reducing the National Debt each 
year we are standing at a greater expen- 
diture every year in consequence of our 
local bodies ; and while we have reduced 
the national indebtedness by £6,500,000. 
our local indebtedness has increased 
by £11,500,000. If we add the 
national and local indebtedness together 
it amounts to £930,000,000 ; and I think 
we ought not to relax our efforts 
to reduce the National Debt. I think it 
cannot too often be remembered that in 
our old Sinking Fund we have the greatest 
possible reserve in time of war. The 
mere fact of having a large annual Sink- 
ing Fund would enable us to raise 
£250,000,000 in time of war without 
increasing taxation at all. My honour- 
able Friend, in speaking of the income 
tax, described it as essentially a war tax, 
but, unfortunately, we have now to meet 
a war tax in times of peace, and I do 
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not think, under the existing circum- 
stances, that 8d. in the £ is too 
great. I think it is most important to 
maintain a large Sinking Fund, and in 
that respect I think the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has failed in that part of his 
duty; and I certainly do wish also that 
he had seen his way to dealing with some 
branch of indirect taxation which would 
have given a greater benefit to the oon- 
sumer. 


Finance 


*TuHe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: This Debate has _ ranged 
over a great variety of topics. It has 
not been directed only to the question 
of taxation, which is the ordinary subject 
for discussion on a Budget Bill, nor even 
to the question of the expenditure, to 
meet which that taxation is necessary. 
It has extended to other matters with 
which on this occasion I think I can 
hardly be expected to deal. The mght 
honourable Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean commenced this Debate 
by referring to certain speeches of certain 
Members of the Government which, in 
his opinion, were alarmist and incom- 
patible with the reduction of taxation 
propesed by the Bill now before the 
House. Other Members have dealt with 
the strength of the Army and of the 


Navy, with the food supply of this 
country, with the subject of our 
Foreign poticy generally, and last, 


but by no means least, an honourable 
Gentleman opposite has attempted to 
embark on a discussion on the question 
I will only say, 
with reference to the observations of the 
right honourable Member for the Forest 
of Dean, Her Majesty’s Government 
have framed their proposals of taxation 
and expenditure upon a consideration of 
the circumstances before them. If the cir- 
cumstances should change, of course the 
matter would have to be reconsidered ; 
but we are perfectly sensible of the 
pledges which we have given with respect 
to the defences of the country, and par- 
ticularly with respect to the Navy, and 
I repeat that any matter that might 
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cause an alteration in the balance of 
power in the world would command our 
most anxious consideration, and, if 
necessary, we should be prepared at the 
proper time to lay proposals before Pan 
liament. But I deny altogether the 
description of the speeches to which the 
right honourable Baronet has referred, ag 
speeches of an alarmist character, incom 
patible with the Bill before the House. 
He was good enough to refer to a speech 
of mine, and I notice, with some regret, 
that more than one honourable Member 
has had so little to do lately that he has 
spent his time unprofitably in read- 


ing my past speeches. So the hon- 
ourable Member for Aberdeenshire 
actually discovered a speech of mine de 


in 1886, and the honourable 
for Bradford has evidently gone 
a course of my extra-Parlia 
mentary utterances during the last three 
years. Of course, the right honourable 
Member for the Forest of Dean was quite 
entitled to comment on what I said about 
the “open door” in China. My view is that 
the “open door” has been maintained, 
and is likely to be maintained, and I am 
utterly unable to understand how it is 
that some honourable Members appear 
to consider that because Port Arthur has 
been leased to Russia by China, and is 
not to be used as a commercial port, the 
doctrine of the “open door” has been 
infringed, whereas we all know that Port 
Arthur was always a closed port. The 
right honourable Gentleman referred to 
unrecorded speech of the Prime 
Minister. I think unrecorded speeches 
had better not be referred to, because 
I am convined that no ome can possibly 
tell what an unrecorded speech really 
was. But if that unrecorded speech be 
judged by the utterances of the Prime 
Minister which have been reported, I am 
convinced that nobody can say that his 
utterances have been of an alarmist 
character. Then, in the last speech 
delivered by my right honourable Friend 
the Secretary for the Colonies, I fail to find 
anything incompatible with the proposals 
made for the protection of the country, or 
with the proposals made for taxation in 
this Bill. I turn to a question appe™ 
taining more directly to my own Depart 
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ment. Reference has been made to the 
reduction of the National Debt, and the 
honourable Member for Aberdeenshire 
criticised me for having failed to make 
what he considered sutficient provision 
for the reduction of the Debt during the 
past three years. I have made at 
least as great provision for that as has 
ever been made before, and I do not think 
it is quite fair of the honourable Mem- 
ber to suggest that, by diverting the old 
Sinking Fund to the purposes of naval 
and military works and public buildings, 
it has been diverted from its proper pur- 
pose. I do not suppose that any honour- 
able Member would contend that it was 
unnecessary to incur expenditure on naval 
and military works and on public build- 
ings, that the expenditure which we pro- 
posed for those purposes was too great, 
or that it would not have been provided 
for properly by borrowing. That, I think, 
is admitted, or, at any rate, is not dis- 
puted; therefore I maintain that a sur- 
plus which would, under ordinary cir- 
cumstances, have been devoted to the old 
Sinking Fund, and expended in the 
purchase of Consols at a price 10 or 12 
per cent. above par, was infinitely better 
used when allocated to naval and mili- 
tary works and public buildings. Instead 
of borrowing fresh money for these pur- 
poses, I think I might almost claim, as 
part of the sum which I _ have 
been able to devote to the. reduc- 
tion of the public debt, the money 
Which has devoted to these 
purposes of permanent utility, for other- 
wise they would have had to be provided 
for by borrowing. But however that 
may be, taking the amount devoted in 
the three past years to the redemption 
of debt, quite as much has been devoted 
as in any previous year. I will say, fur- 
ther, that I have redeemed my promise 
to which the honourable Member for East 
Aberdeenshire referred, of considering 
in what way that sum might be most 
economically used. It has not been used 
very largely for the purchase of Consols ; 
it has been used for the redemption of 
floating debt of other kinds, and 
in that way it has been used far more 
economically than if it had been devoted 


been 


{6 Jung 1898} 





Bill. 834 


to the purchase of Consols. I turn now 
to the question of expenditure. The 
right honourable Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire uvalt with that subject. He 
dwelt for some time upon what I put 
before the House in mv _ Budget 
speech—the great increase in the 
expenditure of this country during the 
last three years. He questioned a great 
part of that expenditure; he said that 
he looked upon the expenditure under 
the Agricultural Rating Act for England 
and under the Education Act, as far as 
Voluntary schools are concerned, as 
unjustifiable. The right honourable 
Gentleman said that before; it has often 
been repeated by honourable Members 
opposite in this House and in the 
country. I do not think this is a very 
convenient or necessary time for me to 
enter into a defence of these Acts. They 
were discussed at great length in the 
House; they were assented to by a great 
majority of the House, and they are the 
law of the land. But I did notice that 
in the speech of the right honourable 
Member for West Monmouth that, 
although he demurred to expenditure of 
this kind in aid of local taxation in Eng- 
land, he said not a word about Scotland, 
and did not even refer to the Irish 
Local Government Bill of the present 
year. I do not quite know whether the 
right honourable Gentleman includes in 
his condemnation those grants in aid of 
local taxation which we have made in 
Scotland and Ireland, as well as in Eng- 
land. If he does, I am rather surprised 
that he did not visit them with the same 
denunciation here, and does not record 
his vote against them, as he has not done 
during the passage of the Irish Local 
Government Bill. But the right honour- 
able Gentleman went on to find fault 
with the whole systems of what Le called’ 
subsidies to local government. That is 
a system which was, to a considerable 
extent, rectified and set on a better 
basis in the year 1888. A good many 
subsidies were then abolished, and local 
taxation, in the shape of licences, was 
substituted for them, which is certainly 
a measure of reform. When the right: 
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honourable Gentleman came into office 
in 1892, he was face to face with these 
subsidies to the extent of 10 million a 
year. He confirmed this by his Finance 
Act of 1894, and he has no right after 
that to find fault with anything that 
existed before the present Government 
came into office. Then he went on to 
dwell on the expenditure on the Army 
and Navy. I admit that the expenditure 
-of the Army and Navy is very large; 
that it has largely increased during our 
tenure of office. But the honourable 
Member for East Aberdeenshire was per- 
fectly right when he said that that 
increase has been due, not to me, 
not to any of my colleagues, not to 
the Government as a whole, but to the 
practically unanimous demand of the 
people of the country. The Navy Esti- 
mates, since the year for which we are 
first responsible, have increased by more 
than five millions a year. The Army 
Estimates have increased, adding the 
Colonial force, by practically one and a 
half million, and it may be, in 
future, we shall have to face a 
still greater increase. I do not think, 
in view of the expenditure which 
is demanded by the great majority of 
the people of this country, which, 
in our judgment, is necessary for the 
‘defence of the Empire—I do not think 
the honourable Member was justified in 
blaming me because I had not devoted 
more in paying off debt, or in the reduc- 
tion of taxation. It is true that I have 
had to deal with a great revenue, but it 
is also true that I have had to meet 
unexampled expenditure, and it is impos- 
sible for any Chancellor of the Exche 
quer, in view of the necessary demands 
to which I have referred, to do more in 
reducing debt or taxation than it has 
been my lot to do. Now, I come to the 
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reduction of taxation proposed in the 


Bill before the House. We shall have a 
better opportunity in Committee for 
dealing with the question of tobacco 
and tea. That question was touched 
upon the last speaker and the 
honourable Member’ for Leicester, 
who great champions of tea. 
I gave the reason my Budget 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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speech which had induced me to prefer 
tobacco to tea; and I would only add 
now that further consideration has con. 
vinced me that I was right, if I were 
to have regard to the two things to which 
I think every Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer must have regard—first, in reduc- 
ing taxation upon an article of large 
consumption, to provide that the reduc- 
tion shall in some manner or other reach 
the consumer ; and, secondly, to bear in 
mind the future prospects of the revenue. 
I disagree altogether with the suggestion 
that what I have done has been a sur- 
render of an important branch of re 
venue. I attach very great importance 
to the information, which reaches me 
from all sides, even from critics of this 
reduction of the tax upon tobacco, that 
the loss of revenue may not be even so 
large as I have anticipated, and that 
increased consumption w:il certainly soon 
recoup the revenue. That seems to me to 
be a matter of the greatest importance. I 
do not deprive the revenue, as it was 
deprived in the case of sugar, of any 
object of taxation. I simply reduce the 
taxation on an article which is taxed to 
the extent of 500 per cent. of its unmanw 
factured value in the belief that by 
doing so I shall recoup the revenue and 
lighten the burden of the 
Now, it is perfectly true that on all kinds 
of tobacco it may not be the case that 
the consumer will gain the benefit of a 


consumer, 


cheaper article. 
Budget speech. 


I said as much in my 
I was surprised, how- 
ever, to hear what fell from the honour- 
able Member for Leicester. He argued 
that the poor man—the half-ounce man, 
as he called him—would prefer to have 
that half-ounce in water and tobacco to 
having it in dry tobacco. 


Mr. BROADHURST: May I put it in 
mv own way! He would prefer to have, 
as a rule, a half-ounce of tobacco which 
would last longest in the process of 
smoking. , 


THE EX- 
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*THe CHANCELLOR or 
CHEQUER: But if you put 
water in it would last through the 
whole day. The that I do 
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not want to argue the question now 
is because I believe I shall be able 
to convince the Committee, when we 
come to the point, that the consumer 
will benefit, and largely benefit, by the 
proposal. I will just point out that 
it is not the fact, as was stated by the 
honourable Member who has just sat 
down, and was said on_ previous 
occasions by the right honourable Gentl> 
man the Member for West Monmouth, 
that a reduction of 2d. in the duty on 
tea would represent the same sum as I 
anticipate the reduction of 6d. in the 
pound of tobacco will cost. It is true that 
it appears to have cost about £1,100,000 
in 1891 to take 2d. off the tea duty; 
but if the right honourable Gentleman 
will look at the Returns of the tea duty 
receipts from 1889 to 1893 he will find 
it perfectly clear that the reason why it 
cost so little is this: that the reduction 
was anticipated, and the clearances of 
tea which ordinarily should have been 
in the year previous to that in which 
the duty was reduced were delayed, and 
were made in the year in which the duty 
diminishing the 
receipts in the previous year and increas- 
ing them in the year in which the 
reduction was effected. I think the right 
honourable Gentleman will see, if he 
looks, that is perfectly proved by the 
firures, which bear out the calculations 
advisers in this 
matter, which are that to take 2d. 
off the tea duty would cost rather 
£1,610,000. I now come 
other of the Budget 
on which considerable criticism has been 
made from this side of the House. My 
right honourable Friend the Member for 
Thanet differs very largely from me, I 
am afraid, in financial views. He accuses 
me of Socialistic principles on account of 
the small alteration I propose with 
regard to the income tax. Let me state 
what the alteration is to which such 
great importance has been attached. 
Right honourable and honourable Gentle 
men opposite see in it a system of 
graduation extending and unfolding 
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itself through the whole income tax. 
I see nothing of the kind. What 
are the facts? I do not propose 
any further exemption from the income 
tax at all. I leave the law just as it 1s. 
What I propose is a further abatement. 
Now the present system extends the 
abatement up to £500 a year, and the 
result is that a man with an income just 
under £500 receives the abatement and 
pays at present a 6d. income tax, while 
the man with an income just over £500 
pays an 8d. income tax. Now, I desire 
to get rid of that abrupt transition. I 
desire to extend the abatement to £700, 
so that the transition may be gradual. 
I look upon that as a reasonable pro- 
posal, and one which will give very 
considerable benefit to a large number of 
small professional incomes. But when I 
am asked to see in it a Socialistic prin- 
ciple, or the adoption of the principle of 
a graduated income tax generally, I must 
demur. I proposed the alteration to make 
the present system of abatement fair 
throughout, and for no other purpose 
whatever. Then, as to death duties. I 
have nothing to complain of what the 
right honourable Member for Thanet said 
on that matter. He admitted that it 
would not have been possible for me to 
alter the principle of the Finance Act of 
1894. I have never undertaken to do so. 
Before the present Parliament was 
elected I said that it would be impossible 
to do so, and, further than that, I have 
always contended that when a duty 
of that kind is in existence, as long as 
it is maintained, you have to see that it 
is not evaded. For that reason I have 
resisted the insidious proposals of the 
honourable Member for King’s Lynn, and, 
whatever he says, I shall continue to 
resist them, because I know perfectly 
well that his object is to destroy the Act, 
not legitimately, but by evasions which 
will prevent its working. The honour- 
able Member for King’s Lynn accuses me 
of breach of faith in regard to a certaim 
case under the Act now before the Court. 
He said I had promised that the Trea- 
sury would pay the costs of the parties 
in that case, in order that the matter 





839 


might be tried. I made that promise, 
and I have performed it. The maiter 
came before the Divisional Court, 
and it was decided against 
taxpayer, and the costs were paid. 
In the Court of Appeal a decision was 
given against the Crown, and the costs 
were paid by the Crown, of course. We 
have appealed from that decision, and I 
have made no promise in regard to the 
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costs of the appeal. What happened was, 


this: On August 3rd last year, before the 
first appeal was proceeded with, I was 
asked whether, in view of the decision 
given in the Divisional Court, I proposed 
that the expenses of appeal should be 
met by the Treasury. I answered that 
when the Treasury undertook to pay the 
costs of this case in the Divisional Court 
it was on the distinct understanding that 
if the Crown were successful and the case 
was taken to the Appeal Court it would 
be at the appellant’s own expense. The 
Crown was successful, and no reason 
has been shown for departing from the 
arrangement originally made, and it has 
not been departed from. 


*Mr. J. LOWTHER: 
stand that. 


I did not under- 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER: I do not complain of my 
right honourable Friend, because he 
always treats me fairly in debate. But 
the honourable Member for King’s Lynn 
made an unfair attack upon me. He 
said that he had looked through “Han- 
sard,” but he never read the answer which 
I have mentioned. I have fulfilled the 
promise I have made. ButI go further. 
I will not rest under a charge of breach 
of faith in the mind of a man whose 
opinion I respect, and if my honour- 
able Friend the Member for the 
Woodbridge Division tells me that 
what I said binds me to pay the 
costs of this further appeal I wil 
do it. I will not say anything in answer 
to the honourable Member for King’s 
Lynn. I wish to explain to the House 
one matter in connection with the death 
duties which I think may require some 
explanation. In my Budget speech I 

Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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mentioned two proposals which I intended 
to make. The first was a postponement 
of the payment of duty in certain cases 
where property was settled in a marriage 
settlement for the lives of husband or 
wife; and the second was the reduction 
of succession and legacy duties on col- 
laterals and others below lineals, where 
the estate duties had been paid. It was 
my intention to make these proposals in 
this Bill. But when the decision was 
given against the Crown in the Court of 
Appeal in the case to which I have 
referred, I was obliged to reconsider the 
position. Now I think the honourable 
Member for King’s Lynn need scarcely 
have denounced me for the course which 
I have taken in this respect. When I 
announced these new proposals he said 
one was of no account, and the other was 
wrong, and this evening he denounced me 
for having withdrawn them. Why did 
I withdraw them? Because in the pre 
sent eondition of the law with regard to 
the estate duty upon settled property I 
could not safely propose, until we ob 
tained the decision of the House of Lords, 
any alteration in the estate duty on 
settlements. It would be dealing witha 
matter which isinreality still sub judice, 
and to postpone duty in such cases might 
certainly give an opportunity for the 
transfer of life interest to the immediate 
successor, and thus provide an escape from 
the duty altogether, if the judgment in the 
casa which has just been heard finally 
holds good. As to the other point. it is 
undoubtedly the case that duty has been 
paid during the last three years under 
the opinion of the law officers of the 
Crown, which opinion was over-ruled by 
the decision in the Court of Appeal. If 
the judgment in the Court of Appeal 
should be confirmed by the House of 
Lords, the result will be that a consider- 
able amount of duty will have to be 
returned to those who have paid it ; how 
much I cannot at present say, but it will 
ba a large amount, because the payment 
has been going on for three years. I am 
obliged to provide for that. I thought 
the fairest way to provide for it was by 
declining to touch the death duties 


in this respect until I saw what 
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that financial position was. Ifelt bound to 
withdraw those two proposals in the 
Budget from this Bill in consequence of 
the decision to which I have already 
referred. Now, I do not know that there 
is any other question there; there nas 
been a good deal of criticism of my pro- 
posals, as is natural on the Second Read- 
ing of the Budget Bill, but I do not gather 
that there is any intention to oppose the 
Second Reading. When we get into 
Committee we shall be able to discuss 
the details. We can then have full dis- 
cussion on tea, tobacco, or any other 
matter which may come before the Com- 
mittee ; at present I trust the House will 
be willing to conclude the Debate and 
give the Bill a Second Reading. 


*CapTaIn PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) : As I have been referred to in the 
course of this Debate, and the honourable 


‘Member for King’s Lynn has found fault 


with me, and has found even more serious 
fault with the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer, I 
feel that I ought perhaps to say one or 
two words upon this matter. I would 
in the first instance remark that I took 
the undertaking of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as to the costs of the Attorney 
General v. Beech to apply to an authori- 
tative decision, and I thought that if it 
were necessary to obtain that decision to 
go from court to court. we were entitled 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to fulfil his pledges. I also understood 
that this case was taken to the Courts in 
the public interest, and therefore the 
cost should be paid out of the public 
money. I think we may take it that the 
right honourable Gentleman the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer would not apply 
public money to private interests. Of 
course I do not know what view the 
House may take of the matter, but my 
own view in regard to this particular case 
is this: that the law as now applied is 
manifestly unfair, and inflicts great hard- 
ship. But, on the other hand, I am not 
prepared to say that if the decision of 
the Court of Appeal is carried out to the 
full it will not free one class of property 
at the expense of another. So long as 
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these death duties exist they should be 
applied as fairly as possible. as between 
settled and other classes of property. It 
therefore appears to me to be more 
desirable to amend the Act in a fair and 
reasonable manner, if an Amendment can 
be agreed upon between the extreme 
points, having regard to the decisions we 
have obtained, and it appears to me that 
this is a matter which it is desirable 
should be decided on the floor of this 
House. In the Beech case some of the 
parties thought it desirable in their own 
private interests to carry the case to the 
Court of Appeal, before it could be de- 
cided whether the public interest might 
not be better served by amending the Act 
in this House, and upon that, in 
my opinion, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is absolutely free from the under- 
taking he gave to pay the costs in the 
public interest. I do not feel justified 
in the present state of affairs in asking 
him to pay the costs of the proceedings 
in the House of Lords. The parties who 
are now interested in this case perfectly 
understood when they took the case to 
the Court of Appeal that they would 
have to pay their own costs. They were 
fully acquainted with that fact. The 
honourable Member for King’s Lynn ap- 
peared to be unaware of what had occurred, 
and he thought that an authoritative 
decision was to be obtained, and that 
we should be fully justified in pressing 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to pay 
the costs. Under the circumstances, I 
think the right honourable Gentleman 
has acted in a manner with which we have 
no right to find fault. With regard to 
the withdrawal of the concessions or 
modifications which were announced on 
the introduction of the Budget, I wel- 
comed those concessions, not because the 
amount of relief they would have afforded 
was large, or nearly sufficient to deal with 
the hardships which may arise, but be- 
cause they show a desire to do some- 
thing. I must associate myself with the 
honourable Member for King’s Lynn in 
saying that there is a large class of 
people who feel that they are treated 
hardly by the working of this Act, and 
these hardships can be modified without 
injuring the Act in any of its principles. 
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At the same time we feel that, as a very 
large number of these particular hard- 
ships deal with settled property, it is 
hardly fair to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to deal with the cases as to 
settled property until he knows how 
settled property stands; and until he 
gets a decision upon the Beech case we 
cannot ask him to make any great con- 
cession. When next Session we have, as 
I hope we shall, an authoritative decision, 
we can ask him to take the whole case 
into consideration, and to make larger 
concessions than he has done. In addi- 
tion to such future concessions I think 
we shall be entitled upon the Committee 
stage of this Bill to put down, with the 
hope that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer will accept them, clauses dealing 
with any cases which show especial hard- 
ships, and which can be shown to be 
cases not contemplated by the Act of 
1894 as cases in which the duty should 
be payable at all. 


Sir J. LENG (Dundee): I desire to 
say only a few words. I recognise that 
the proper time to discuss this question 
is when it goes into Committee, but I 
think the interval before that time might 
be profitably utilised in considering 
whether the £1,120,000 which is to be 
remitted from the tobacco tax is to go 
into the pockets of the consumer or not. 
I do not know whether the right honour- 
able Gentleman is aware that a circular 
has been issued by tobacco manufacturers 
in Scotland to the effect that they will 
only be able to make a reduction of 1d. 
in the £ to the retailer. They say 
2d. will be required to meet the lack of 
moisture, and the other 3d. will be re- 
quired to meet the extra cost consequent 
on the war affecting supplies from Cuba 
and Manila. Now, although the lower 
grades of tobacco consumed by the people 
at large are not affected by these con- 
siderations, it appears to me the con- 
sumer will obtain no benefit from this 
concession whatever. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Perhaps, as 
a matter of personal explanation, I may 
be permitted to intervene for a moment. 
I stated the case with regard to the 
promises of the Chancellor of the 
Captain Pretyman. 


{COMMONS } 
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Exchequer as I gathered it from his public 
statements. I have gathered now from 
the honourable Member for Woodbridge 
that the right honourable Gentleman has 
made other arrangements with the parties 
to the suit of which I was not aware, 
Under the circumstances, although I 
think the language used in this House 
justified my making use of the expres- 
sions I did, as those arrangements have 
been made known, I feel bound to with- 
draw the charge I made against the 
right honourable Gentleman of a breach 
of faith, and to express my regret that 
I used the language I did, in ignorance of 
the arrangements which had been made 
privately. 


*TuE CHANCELLOR or tue EX: 
CHEQUER: I accept entirely the state 
ment of the honourable Member. I 
would only point out that if the honour. 
able Member had listened to what I 
have read out to the House. he would 
have seen that the arrangement with the 
parties was made by the Inland Revenue 
officials. 


Motion agreed to. 


Bill read the second time, and com- 
mitted for Thursday. 


CANALS PROTECTION (LONDON) BILL. 


Bill passed through Committee with a 
formal Amendment to clause 8. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION (IRELAND) 


BILL. 


Read the second time and committed 
for Thursday. 


House adjourned at 12.10. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS 
Tuesday, 7th June 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair shortly 
after Three of the clock. 


MR. GLADSTONE (FUNERAL AND 
MONUMENT). 


The Comptroller of the Household read 
Her Majesty’s Gracious Answer to the 
humble Address of the 23rd May— 


“T have received your Address praying that 
I will be graciously pleased to give direetions 
that the remains of the Right Honourable 
William Ewart Gladstone be interred at the 
public charge, and that a monument be 
erected in the Collegiate Church of St. Peter, 
Westminster, with an inscription expressive 
of the public admiration and attachment, and 
of the high sense entertained of his rare and 
splendid gifts and his devoted labours in 
Parliament and in great offices of State, and 
assuring me that you will make good the 
expenses attending the same. 


“And I will give directions in accordance 
with your address.” 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BACUP CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
(H.L.] 

Ordered to be read the second time. 


FOLKESTONE WATER BILL. [H.L.] 
Ordered to be read the second time. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL. 
(H.L.] 


Ordered to be read the second time. 


HAMILTON WATER BILL. {H.L.] 
Ordered to be read the second time. 
VOL. LVIII. [FourtH Sertzs.] 


{7 June 1898} 
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KETTERING WATER BILL. [H.L.] 
Ordered to be read the second time. 


LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND 
EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for additional Provi- 
sion in the above Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PLYMOUTH AND STONEHOUSE GAS 
BI 


44a. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTHAMPTON GAS BILL. 
Read the 


Queen’s consent signified ; 
third time, and passed. 


CANALS PROTECTION (LONDON) BILL. 


As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


TURNCHAPEL WHARVES AND 
WAREHOUSES BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LIVERPOOL AND LONDON AND GLOBE 
INSURANCE COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 
(STAMP DUTIES.] 

Resolved, That this House will, To-morrow, 
resolve itself into a Committee to consider of 
authorising the imposition of certain Stamp 
Duties upon certain deeds or instruments 
under any Act of the present Session relating 
to the Liverpool and London and Globe Insur. 
ance Company (Queen’s Recommendation sig- 


nified).—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


EDINBURGH IMPROVEMENT 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Ordered to be read the second time to- 
morrow. 


2M 


PROVI- 





























847 Petitions. {COMMONS} Petitions. 848 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL BILL. | 
Ordered to be read the cial time to- In favour: From Faringdon; to lie 
morrow. upon the Table. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. | ARMY PENSIONS. 
Ordered to be read the second time to-| For weekly payment: From Knares 
morrow. |borough ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING BALE, RICHARD. 
CLASSES) BILL. | For inquiry into his case: From Fal- 
Ordered to be read the second time to- | /mouth ; to lie upon the Table. 


morrow. 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. LAND) BILL. 


Ordered to be read the second time to-| Against: From Haddington ; to lie 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL vous FEUS AND LEASES (SCOT- 
morrow | upon the Table. 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 


Against: From Aberdeen and Elgin: 
|to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISION AL | 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. | 


Ordered to be read the second time to- | 
morrow. 








LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. COUNTY COUNCILLORS (QUALIFICA- 

TION WoO) v , 

Ordered to be read the second time to- | | ae a nn meee 
morrow. Against: From Haddington; to lie 
| upon the Table. 








MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS BILL. | ’ . 

Ordered to be read the second time to- | atetes aannrwnes ae. 

morrow. | Against: From Dorking (2); to lie 

upon the Table. 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


wosriinanae Against State Regulation: From Glas- 
gow (3) and Kilwinning ; to lie upon the 


PETITIONS. Table. 


ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND) | ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS (SCOT- 


BILL. LAND) BILL. 
Against: From Haddineton: to lie In favour: From Haddington and 
upon the Table. Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table. 
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GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 


In favour: From Cowdenbeath ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 
In favour: From Calstock ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
For alteration: From St. Saviour’s ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894. 
For alteration of law: From Calstock ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


In favour: From Inverurie, Elgin, and 
Govan ; to lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 


In favour: From Bovey Tracey ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


In favour: From Killamarsh; to le 
upon the Table. 


PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Haddington; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPER- 

ANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

In favour: From Haddington; to lie 
upon the Table. 


{7 Jung 1898} 
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POOR LAW SETTLEMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Against: From Haddington; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Haddington ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Tayport, Wick, Had- 
dington, and Rutherglen ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
In favour: From Burnley and Harro- 
gate ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Acocks Green, Sud- 
bury, Bracknell, Birmingham, Inverary, 
Beeding, Nottingham, Upper Beeding, 
Ramsgate, Pateley Bridge, Steyning, 
Michaelston, Temple, Advent, Delabole, 
Endellion, St. Hilary, Halsetown, Pen- 
zance, Hellesveor, Sheffield, Bromyard 
(2), Leicester, Barking, Treligga, Pres- 
ton (3), Fulwood, Kibworth, Radcliffe (2), 
Street, Somerton, Cardigan, Much Wool- 
ton, Talybont, Cherry Hinton, Swindon, 
Kinross, and Tooting; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SMALLER DWELLINGS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Against: From Association of Burgh 

Officials of Scotland, and Haddington ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUCCESSION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


For alteration: From Haddington ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


2M 2 
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SUPERANNUATION (METROPOLIS) 
BILL. 

For alteration: From St. Saviour’s ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


TEINDS AND FIARS’ PRICES BILL. 
In favour: From Haddington; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TEMPERANCE REFORM (THREEFOLD 
OPTION) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Dundee ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Haddington; to lie 
upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Against: From Harray; to lie upon 


the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 


Against: From Ampthill and Orsett ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVY AND ARMY (COST OF 
ADMINISTRATION). 
Return [presented 24th May] to be 
printed. [No. 223.] 


HOUSES OF PARLIAMENT (FRESCOES). 

Copy presented of further Memoranda 
by Professor Church, F.R.S., concerning 
the wall paintings in the Palace of West- 
minster [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


{COMMONS} 
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FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(MANUFACTURE OF EARTHENWARE 

AND CHINA). 

Copy presented of Special Rules with 
regard to the employment of persons in 
the manufacture of earthenware and 
china [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Reports, ete. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT 
SECURITIES. 

Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 5th April; Mr. Hanbury]: to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 224.] 


SINKING FUNDS. 

Account presented of the Commis 
sioners for the Reduction o: the National 
Debt showing the amount received and 
applied in the year ended 31st March, 
1898, in respect of the Old and New 
Sinking Funds [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 


oon 


440. 


IMPERIAL DEFENCE ACT, 1888. 


Account presented of all moneys issued 
from the Consolidated Fund, of sums bor- 
rowed, and of transactions in relation to 
sums so borrowed, up to 31st March, 
1898, in pursuance of the Act [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 226.] 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 
Copy presented of Returns relating to 
the Council up to 31st March, 1898, with 
Estimates of Expenditure for the year 
ending 31st March, 1899 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 227.] 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
Copy presented of twenty-third Annual 
Report (for 1897-8), with Appendices [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 228.] 
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EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (GENERAL 
REPORT). 


Copy presented of General Report to 
the Education Department by the Chief 
Inspector of the West Central Division 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 

Copy presented of Minute of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education, dated 
6th June, 1898 (1) rescinding the 
Minute of the 15th June, 1897 (pro- 
viding for auditing of the accounts of the 
receipts and expenditure of schools re- 
ceiving a share of the Aid Grant under 
the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897): and 
{2) modifying Article 85 (d) of the Day 
School Code, 1898 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


NEW WRIT. 


NEW WRIT FOR THE COUNTY OF 
HERTFORD (EASTERN OR HERTFORD 
DIVISION). 

In the room of Abel Smith, esquire, 

deceased.—( Sir William Walrond.) 


NEW BILL. 


METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Metropolis Management 
Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Lough, Mr. Haldane, Captain Nor- 
ton, Mr. Ellis Griffith, and Mr. John 
Burns ; presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to Le read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 22nd June, and to be 
printed. [Bill No. 241.] 








1898 } 
PUBLIC 


the Navy. 854 
BUSINESS. 


PRISONS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, etc. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 229.] 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 229.] 


Bill, as amended by the Stamding 
Committee, to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill No. 240.] 


QUESTIONS. 


MANNING THE NAVY. 

Sir E. GOURLEY (Sunderland) : I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
will he state the percentages of the fol- 
lowing classes of men and boys in Her 
Majesty’s Navy to the total of 105,232 
voted by Parliament for 1898-9, namely, 
officers, seamen, aartificers, stokers, 
domestics, boys, marines, coastguard, and 
other services; whether in case of need 
the Admiralty can, by utilising the Royal 
Naval Reserves and pensioners, man as 
many more vessels with British seamen 
as are now in commission, not alone with 
seamen, but also with officers; and 
whether all the men of the seamen and 
marine classes are trained in gunnery on 
shore as well as afloat, and has he any 
systematic reports showing the course of 
training necessary in order to certify pro- 
ficiency in gunnery ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The honourable Mem- 
ber will find the information he asks for 
in his first Question in the tables attached 
to the Naval Estimates. In the second 
Question the hon. Member asks whether 
an equal number of ships to those now 
in commission could be manned and offi- 
cered. But surely he must know that 
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manning depends not only upon the num- 
ber of ships to be commissioned, but 
upon their size and class. Officers and 
men are systematically trained in gun- 
nery ashore as well as afloat, and reports 
on the subject are duly made to the 
Admiralty. 


INCOME TAX ASSESSMENTS. 

Mr. BAIRD (Glasgow, Central): I beg 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been called to 
the memorial of the Association of House 
Factors and Property Agents in Glasgow, 
pointing out the inconvenience caused by 
the assessment under Schedule A of the 
Income Tax Act being collected from 
occupiers of houses under the value of 
£10, and such assessment being there 
after deducted from the rent. And 
whether he will amend the Finance Bill 
so as to enable landlords of such houses 
to pay the assessment direct? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): As the law is at present, the Income 
Tax Schedule A on houses under the value 
of £10 is assessed on the landlord and 
not on the occupier. The memorial men- 
tioned by the honourable Member refers 
to houses over £10 in value, and I shall 
be prepared to consider an Amendment 
intended to effect the change in the law 
which the memorialists desire. 


COST OF THE CONSULAR ESTABLISH- 
MENT. 

Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs what is the 
cost of the Consular _ establishment 
proper, excluding those Consulates 
General and other Consulates which are 
of a political description or connected 
with the administration of Protectorates ; 
what is the amount of fees received at 
the commercial Consulates which may 
be set off against the cost of our Consular 
system; and whether he can supply or 
will obtain similar information with 
regard to the Consulates of Germany, 
France, and Belgium? 


First Lord of the Admiralty. 


§ COMMONS} 
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‘THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport) : The cost 
of the Consular establishment proper, 
excluding the posts which the right 
honourable Gentleman desires to omit, 
was for the year 1896-97, £278,681 15s.2d, 
Against this have to be set fees 
and contributions amounting in the 
aggregate to £92,693 9s. 3d., leaving the 
net cost at £185,988 5s. 1lld. I will 
inquire whether similar information can 
be procured with reference to the Consu- 
lates of Belgium, France, and Germany. 


NONCONFORMIST PUPIL 
IN CHURCH OF ENGLAND SCHOOLS. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I beg to «sk the Vice 
President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether, on 
further inquiry, it has been ascer- 
tained that there was submitted to the 
Departmental Committee on the pupil 
teacher system a list by the Rev. J. Scott 
Lidgett of cases of refusal to admit Wes- 
leyan Methodists or other Nonconformists 
to Church of England schools and train- 
ing colleges, as pupil teachers or as stu- 
dents ; and whether he will lay the same 
upon the Table of the House? 


Toe VICE-PRESIDENT or tH 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): No list of cases was submitted 
by the Rev. Scott Lidgett to the Depart 
mental Committee, but a general state 
ment, which was considered by the Com- 
mittee, but which they did not see fit to 
print. The answer to the second para 
graph is in the negative. 


TEACHERS 


AVIEMORE AND INVERNESS RAILWAY. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): On behalf of the honourable Mem- 
ber for Caithness, I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if he can 
state when the new line from Aviemore 
to Inverness of the Highland Railway 
Company is to be opened for passenger 
traffic ; and is he aware that the line has 
been practically finished for two or three 
months? 
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Tue PRESIDENT or tas BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircue, Croydon) : 
I am informed by the Highland Com- 
pany that the line is already open for 
traffic from Aviemore Junction to Daviot 
Station, a distance of 23 miles 61 chains, 
and that the directors hope the extension 
from Daviot to Inverness will be ready 
for opening about the end of August. 


UGANDA RAILWAY. 

Mr. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs what is the total 
expenditure on the railway to Uganda 
up to the end of the last financial year ; 
how much the line is estimated to cost 
when completed ; what is the length of 
finished and unfinished portions respec 
tively of the railway ; and how soon is 
it expected that the railway will be com- 
pleted ? 


Mr. CURZON: I am not in a position 
to answer the first Question, since the 
audited accounts for March will not be in 
our possession until next month. The 
entire line is estimated to cost somewhat 
under three million sterling; but the 
exact total will depend upon surveys still 
in progress. The length of finished lina 
is 170 miles; that of unfinished line will 
depend upon the alignment ultimately 
decided upon for the later sections, but 
will in all probability be from 450 to 
500 miles. It is too early for meas yet 
to answer the last Question. 


KEEPERS OF NORTHERN LIGHTS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON: On behalf of 
the honourable Member for Caithness, 
I beg to ask tne Lord Advocate whether 
the Northern Lights Commissioners only 
pay their keepers once a quarter, while 
their other officials are paid monthly ; 
whether a memorial has been received 
from the keepers for the redress of this 
and other grievances, and for an increase 
of pay ; and what answer has been given 
to the memorial? 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. Andrews 
Burghs) for the Lord Advocate (Mr. A. 
Granam Mcrray, Buteshire): My right 
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honourable Friend is informed by the 
Northern Lighthouse Board that the 
Scottish light keepers are paid once a 
quarter, and that no memorial has been 
received from them regarding the pay- 
ment of their salaries monthly, nor has 
it ever been alleged that they had any 
grievance in this matter. Their memorial 
for an increase of pay, etc., has already 
been dealt with, and has resulted in their 
being placed in respect of salaries and 
allowances on a similar footing with light 
keepers in the English and Irish — 


house services. 


FAWCETT ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether an official to the Fawcett Asso 
ciation was warned that, unless he relin- 
quished his official position in that asso- 
ciation as treasurer, he would not receive 
the promotion he was at that time entitled 
to as overseer; and whether he is aware 
that the Fawcett Association asked him 
to give up his treasurership, and, having 
done so, he received promotion? 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hanscrr, 
Preston): Mr. Groves, the overseer 
referred to, was promoted on the 16th of 
June, 1895. In March last, in conse 
quence of his moving an insubordinate 
resolution at a meeting of the Fawcett 
Association, he was informed that unless 
he relinquished his appointment as trea- 
surer to the Association the Postmaster 
General regretted that he was unable to 
retain him in the responsible office of 
overseer, in which the due discharge of 
his duties as responsible for men under 
him was obviously hampered by his 
being a paid officer of the Association. 
Mr. Groves has resigned the treasurership 
of the Association, but, as already stated, 
he was promoted to be overseer in June 
1895. 


POLICE AND THE KILRUSH 
NATIONALISTS. 
Mason JAMESON (Clare, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
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on Friday 20th May, at Kilrush, Head 
Constable Thompson, Sergeant Wall, 
and Constable M‘Cullough, of the police 


Indian Currency 


force, Kilrush, without authority and 
without invitation intruded into a meet-’ 


ing of Nationalists at the Assembly 
Rooms, Kilrush, held for the purpose of 
forming a branch of the 798 Club to 
celebrate the centenary of 1798, and only 
after considerable remonstrance these 
constables were induced to withdraw ; 
and will he forbid police constables to 
intrude at meetings in Ireland called for 
constitutional and legitimate purposes? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL for IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) : 
In the absence of my right honourable 
Friend I will reply to this Question. The 
meeting referred to was convened by 
printed placards which stated it was open 
to the public, and, as members of the 
public, the head constable accompanied 
by a sergeant and constable attended the 
meeting. They were even invited by 
several persons present to enter the place 
of meeting, and told they would be wel- 
come. The chairman having asked the 
head constable whether he had instruc 


tions to attend and watch the proceed- 
ings, the latter replied that he had not, 
and that the police were there simply as 
members of the general public and would 


withdraw if requested to do so. The 
chairman made no objection, but the 
coroner and one or two others objected 


to the presence of the police, who there, 


upon withdrew. No orders such as sug- 
gested in the second paragraph are called 
for. 


INDIAN CURRENCY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. SOUTTAR (Dumfriesshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether it will be open to the 
Committee now inquiring into the pro- 
posed measures regarding the Indian 
currency, under the clause of their in- 
struction which directs them to consider 
the probable effects of any proposed 
changes upon the internal trade and 
taxation of the country, to investigate 
and take account of the effects on the 
internal trade and industrial resources 
of the people that have been and are 
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being caused by the annual obligatory 
remittances by which payments are made 
through the India Office here estimated 
at 16 millions sterling in the cur. 
rent Financial Statement; whether a 
statement can be placed before the Com- 
mittee showing the amounts of the home 
charges drawn for yearly since 1873, 
and! the sums added to the sterling 
debt of India in the same period; and 
whether the Committee will be free to 
suggest means of permanently relieving 
India of some substantial portion of 
these charges? 


Mr. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, W.) : 
I beg, at the same time, to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the 
reference in the instructions to the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the 
position of the Indian Currency to the 
probable effect of any of the proposed 
changes upon the interual trade and 
taxation of the country will enable the 
Committee to investigate the present 
effects on Indian trade and industry 
which are induced by the annual obliga 
tory remittances by which these pay- 
ments are made through the India Office 
here, and which are estimated at 16 
millions sterling in the current Finan- 
cial Statement; will he lay before the 
Committee a statement showing (a) the 
amounts annually drawn for home 
charges since 1873, and (b) the sums 
added to the sterling debt of India 
during tha same period ; and whether the 
Committee will be empowered to sug- 
gest means of permanently relieving 
India from some substantial portion of 
these obligatory charges? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Grorce Hamittron, Middle 
sex, Ealing): I have already explained, 
in answer to a Question, that the Com- 
mitee are empowered to inquire into any 
matter which they may think relevant 
to the subject which has been referred 
to them; they have also been requested 
to confine their inquiry strictly to such 
matters as they may think relevant. 
It is for them to decide whether the 
subjects mentioned in the honourable 
Member’s Question are relevant, and, if 
so, whether they will inquire into them. 
It is for them also to call for such state- 
ments as they require; any such request 
of theirs will be at once complied with, 
provided, of course, that the informa 
tion asked for is available. 
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H.M.S. THRRIBLE. 

Mr. FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether, on her 
30 hours’ trials H.M.S. Jerrible used 
2.3lb. of coal per horse power per hour 
for all purposes ; whether this was hand- 
picked coal ; and have orders been given 
to ascertain by the use of separate 
eroups of boilers for main and auxiliary 
engines, or by any other means, the 
consumption per unit of power on the 
main engines, including all auxiliaries 
necessary for the propelling machinery 
as distinguished from the auxiliary 
machinery ! 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue ADMI- 
RALTY: The trial of the Zerrible, to 
which the Question refers, was of 
60 hours’ duration at 5,000 horse power, 
not 30 hours as implied by the honour- 
able Gentleman, and the consumption of 
coal per hour for all purposes was 2.3lb. 
per indicated horse power. The coal was 
not hand-picked. Orders have not been 
given to ascertain the consumption of 
main and auxiliary machinery separ- 
ately, but it is contemplated to ascer- 
tain this on the conclusion of the present 
series of trials. I may add that in the 
last trial to Gibraltar at 10,000 horse 
power the consumption for all purposes 
with hand-picked coal was 1.89]b. per 
indicated horse power. 


MANUFACTURE OF LUCIFER 
MATCHES. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that in France the Government issue of 
lucifer matches to strike everywhere is 
marked “sans phosphore ” ; and whether, 
in view of the serious disclosures re- 
vealed by the recent prosecution of 
Messrs. Bryant and May, and the state 
ment by that firm that it is only for 
the manufacture of the matches which 
strike everywhere that yellow phos- 
phorus is required, he will confer with 
the French Government with a view to 
prohibiting the use of yellow  phos- 
phorus? 
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The following Questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper— 


Mr. HOLLAND (Tower Hamlets, Bow) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether, in view 
of the cases of poisoning from the use 
of yellow phosphorus, which have only 
lately been brought to light long after 
their occurrence, and in view of the 
large number of girls and women em- 
ployed in match and other factories in 
London, he will consider the advisability 
of appointing more women factory in- 
spectors and arranging that one or 
more of them should be specially ap- 
pointed to the London district? 


Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
trial of a case on the Ist instant for 
breaches of the Factory and Workshop 
Aots of 1891 and 1895, in connection with 
the use of phosphorus in manufacturing 
lucifer matches; and whether he in- 
tends to institute an inquiry into the 
circumstances of the case, either with the 
view of amending the law in order to pre- 
vent any repetition of such breaches, or 
by altering the present methods of 
appointing and paying the certifying 
surgeons, or by the appointment of 
women as inspectors or otherwise? 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the fines 
inflicted on Messrs. Bryant and May, and 
the number of cases of phosphorus poison- 
ing admitted to by their managing direc- 
tor; and, in view of these circumstances, 
will he consult the Law Officers of the 
Crown on the posibility of taking criminai 
proceedings against those who have been 
the cause of a number of deaths of 
workpeople at Bryant and May’s by their 
illegal actions ; and whether he will at 
once issue an order for the total prohibi- 
tion of the use of yellow phosphorus in 
the manufacture of matches? 


Mr. McARTHUR (Liverpool, Ex- 
change): Before the questions are 
answered I wish to ask the Home Secre- 
tary whether he is aware that the danger 
of phosphorus poisoning may be obviated 
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by modern machinery capable of making, 
drying, and boxing the matches, without 
contact with or even close proximity to 
the worker, coupled with an improved 
system of ventilation, and whether before 
taking the drastic course suggested ho 
will make inquiries as to the system 
adopted in match factories other than 
Bryant and May’s? 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE rcr 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Rivuey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
In reply to the honourable Member for 
Liverpool, I have to say that I am, 
through the inspector of factories, aware 
of the machinery and appliances to which 
he alludes, and so far I have had nothing 
but satisfactory accounts of them. But 
it is too early to give any conclusive 
opinion about them. I am making 
inquiries as to the use of yellow 
phosphorus in France and_ other 
foreign countries. The suggestion 
of a conference seems to me somewhat 
premature at the present stage. I may 


also say, in reply to the questions of 
the honourable Members for Glasgow and 
Stepney on the same subject, that the 


prosecution they refer to was ordered by 
me and is the result of inquiries made 
by the factary inspectors at my request. 
I am now considering what further steps 
I shall take in the matter, particularly in 
the direction of strengthening the special 
rules and securing additional medical in- 
spection; but though I have power to 
regulate I have none to prohibit the use 
of yellow phosphorus. I should like it to 
be clearly understood that the medical 
man who failed so seriously in his duty in 
this case was the works doctor, and not 
the certifying surgeon. The latter, who, 
I may say emphatically, by the nature of 
his appointment, is a perfectly indepen- 
dent medical man, was in no way con- 
cerned in this case, and had no power 
to intervene. The answer to the remain- 
ing question is that the lady inspectors 
have their headquarters in London, and 
their services are available in the fullest 
manner for the inspection of the match 
factories in the London district. 


Mr. STEADMAN: I wish to ask the 
right honourable Gentleman whether the 
firm of Messrs. Bryant and May, by evad- 
ing the law, has not caused the death of 
the man Leon, and are responsible for 


Mr. McArthur. 
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the man’s death so far as a criminal pro- 
secution ig concerned ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem. 
ber must give notice of a question of 
that kind, and it would require con- 
siderable alteration. 


Mr. BURNS (Battersea): May I ask 
whether, having regard to the proved 
serious neglect of duty by Bryant and 
May’s medical officer, the Home Secretary 
will lay such conduct before the Royal 
College of Surgeons for their considera- 
tion and their publicly-expected duty in 
relation thereto? 


Tug SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: I think 
that is a question of which I ought to 
have notice. The whole subject, I may 
repeat, is under my mos‘ anxious con- 
sideration. 


Mr. BURNS: I will repeat the ques 
tion, 


SUGAR BOUNTY CONFERENCE. 

Mr. O’K ELLY (Roscommon, North): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the bounties on the 
exportation of agricultural produce paid 
by certain British Colonies are to come 
under the consideration of the Brussels 
Conference? 


Toa SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The Brussels Con- 
ference is convened to consider the ques- 
tion of bounties on sugar. I am not 
aware to what bounties or supposed boun- 
ties the Question refers; but I presume 
that the Conference will not consider any 
other bounties than those on sugar. 


Mr. O’KELLY: 


Question. 


I will put another 


Tua SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: It is no use repeating the 
Question. I have given the best answer 
I can. 


Mr. O’KELLY : 


Question. 


I will put another 
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CEYLON. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies (1) whether he is aware of 
the dislocation under which the trade of 
Ceylon is now suffering, owing to the 
closing of the Indian mints, the scarcity 
of rupees, and the consequent exorbitant 
rate of interest prevailing; and (2) 
whether he can give any assurance that 
the planters of Ceylon will be allowed to 
state their case before the Committee 
which is about to inquire into the ques 
tion of the Indian currency ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For Tee 
COLONIES: (1) Representations have 
reached me to the effect that the future 
of the tea industry in Ceylon depends 
largely on the currency question ; (2) the 
attention of the Committee has been 
specially called to the desirability of 
giving a full hearing to representatives 
of the Ceylon planting interest. 


TEIFY FISHERY DISTRICT. 

Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembroke): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that, although a by- 
law abolishing a net called the “shot 
fawr,” or great draught, which was used by 
the seine fishermen for catching salmon 
at the mouth of the River Teify, in the 
Teify Fishery District, was, after inquiry 
in the year 1895, approved by the Board 
of Trade on the ground that, in the 
opinion of the Chief Inspector of 
Fisheries, the facilities for taking salmon 
in the Teify should be restricted because 
of the deteriorated state of the fisheries, 
owing to over-capture in all parts of the 
district, and although a by-law was subse- 
quently approved abolishing the ancient 
right of coracles to fish in combination 
on the same ground, the salmon fisheries 
of the Teify have further greatly deterio- 
rated since the passing of these by-laws; 
will he explain why, notwithstanding this 
deterioration brought about, according to 
the report of the Chief Inspector of 
Fisheries, by over-capture in all parts 
of the district, the Board of Trade, in 
the month of December last, sanctioned a 
by-law extending the fishing season for 
salmon rods to the first day of Novem- 
ber, two months after the commencement 
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of the close season for the seine and 
coracle nets; and whether he will make 
further inquiry into the matter? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE: The Returns of the Conserva- 
tors show that the yield of the river 
for the year 1896 was below the average, 
whilst that for 1897 was about the aver- 
age. This does not bear out the state- 
ment that since the by-laws regulating 
net fishing were approved the salmon 
fisheries of the Teify have further greatly 
deteriorated. I need scarcely point out to 
the honourable Member that more than 
two years are necessary to enable any 
salmon river which may have been over- 
fished to recover. In the month of De- 
cember last the Board of Trade approved 
a by-law making the close time for rods 
the same as that specified in the Statute, 
the close season for nets being also the 
same as that specified in the Statute. 


GUNNERY PRACTICE AT MILFORD 
HAVEN. 

Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tonbridge): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
has received a complaint from the rector 
of Angle, Pembrokeshire, to the effect 
that the firing of big guns in Fort Pop- 
ton, in Milford Haven, has caused serious 
damage to his rectory house; whether 
he is aware that the rector sent in an 
application for compensation to the Com- 
manding Officer Royal Engineers at 
Pembroke Dock a few weeks ago, and 
that this application was refused; whe- 
ther, in other similar cases, compensa- 
tion has been given; and whether it is 
the intention of the War Office to give 
compensation in this case? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For WAR (Mr. Sr. Joun Bropricr, 
Surrey, Guildford): The claim for com- 
pensation has been received, and has been 
refused. In accordance with the advice 
of the law officers of the Crown the War- 
Department invariably repudiates all 
liability in such cases. In some cases, 
however, when special reasons have been 
shown, a grant has been made as an act 
of grace. The fort in question is at a 
considerable distance from the rectory, 
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and it is impossible to say, on the evi- 
dence now before us, whether the latter 
is affected by the firing. A representa- 
tive of the War Department will, how- 
ever, visit the place when firing from the 
battery is proceeding, and will report upon 
the effects produced, 


Death of 


POSTAL SERVANTS AND THE QUEEN’S 
BIRTHDAY. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, why postal 
servants do not participate in the privi- 
lege of a holiday on the Queen’s birth- 
‘day, with the rest of the Civil Service, as 
they did formerly ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Postal servants do 
not participate generally in the privilege 
of a holiday on the Queen’s birthday, 
because the public require their letters 
-and their telegrams on that day as on 
other days. Any alteration or reduction 
of the deliveries or collections on that 
day would be manifestly impossible, be- 
cause the Queen’s birthday is frequently 
celebrated, as it was celebrated this year, 
on one day in the metropolis, and on 
another day in the country. The clerical 
branch of the Service are given, as far 
as possible, however, a holiday on the 
Queen’s birthday. The honourable Mem- 
ber mistaken in thinking that any 
change has been made in these respects. 


is 


MAURITIUS GARRISON. 

Mr. A. O'CONNOR (Donegal, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether a regiment of Native Infantry 
from India will permanently reinforce the 
Mauritius garrison ; from what funds the 
pay and maintenance of the Indian 
portion of that garrison will be defrayed ; 
and whether the pension and recruiting 
charges, and other contingent expenses, 
will be defrayed from the same funds? 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The period during which the 
Native Infantry regiment lately sent 
from India will stay in the Mauritius is 
Mr. Brodrick. 
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not yet settled, but it is not intended 
that it should form part of the 


permanent garrison. All charges for the 
regiment, ordinary and extraordinary, 
will be borne by Imperial revenues. 


EMPLOYMENT OF INDIAN TROOPS 
OUTSIDE INDIA. 

Mr. A. O'CONNOR: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he proposes to lay upon the Table of the 
House the correspondence with the 
Indian Government relating to the 
employment of Indian forces in Africa 
and elsewhere beyond the _ external 
frontiers of India; and, if so, when? 


THe SECRETARY ox STATE ror 
INDIA: I do not know whether the 
Question of the honourable Member has 
reference to any particular occasion on 
which the Indian forces were employed 
in Africa or elsewhere beyond the Indian 
frontier. So far as I am aware, in each 
case when the Indian forces have been 
thus employed of late all the corre 
spondence that could properly be 
published has been laid before Parlia- 


ment. The general principle governing 
the expenditure connected with the 


employment of Indian troops beyond the 
external frontiers of India was laid down 
in the dispatch of the Secretary of State 
of June 30th, 1896, which formed part 
of a Parliamentary Blue Book. 


DEATH OF DR. SIRCAR. 

Mr. LEUTY (Leeds, E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India what 
were the circumstances attending the 
death at Barrackpur, on 30th April, oi 
Dr. Sircar, an eminent Native medical 
practitioner ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I have little to add to the 
answer which I gave on this subject oa 
the 12th of May. There can be no doubt 
that the death of Dr. Sircar was caused 
by violence, and the local magistrates 
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have inquired into the matter, and com- 
mitted three men for trial on the charge 
of culpable homicide in connection with 
this outrage. 


ST. GEORGE THE MARTYR, 
SOUTHWARK. 

Sir C. CAMERON (Glasgow, Bridge 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary of Stato 
for the Home Department whether he is 
yet in a position to describe the purport 
of the Inspector of Burials’ Report upon 
the state of matters alleged to exist in 
the church and crypt of St. George the 
Martyr, Southwark ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I am sorry 
that, through the pressure of work in 
the Burials Department of the Home 
Office. I am not yet able to give the 
honourable Baronet an answer. I hope, 
however, to do so next week. 


THE ROYAL ARTILLERY. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether the proposed separation of 
the Royal Artillery into mounted and 
dismounted branches will take effect thie 
year ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The subject is one 
of great difficulty, and the details of the 
scheme, which is still under the con- 
sideration of the military authorities, will 
have to be carefully worked out before it 
can be finally accepted. I am unable at 
present to say whether it will take effect 
this year. 


DISCHARGED SOLDIERS AS CASUAL 
PAUPERS. 

Mr. ASCROFT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether in the months of January, 
February, and March, 1896, 535 dis 
charged soldiers passed through the 
vagrant wards of the Nottingham Work- 
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house ; whether he is aware that 436 had 
served in the Army seven years and 
upwards ; and whether he is aware that 
at least 25 per cent. of the casuals who 
seek the shelter of the casual wards in 
the various workhouses of the United 
Kingdom are either Army Reserve men, 
discharged soldiers, or Militiamen, and 
whether he has ever ordered a Return 
to be made giving the precise figures ; 
and, if so, on what date? 


Mr. BRODRICK : There are no Returns 
which would render it possible to verify 
the statements in the first two para 
graphs of the Question without further 
inquiry. On the nights of 8th May, 1896, 
and 20th December, 1897, a census was 
taken at the request of the War Office 
at Nottingham in the vagrant wards: on 
the first date the proportion of men who 
claimed to have been ex-soldiers to the 
total was 29 per cent., but of these onl? 
10 per cent. produced certificates to sub- 
stantiate their claims ; on the latter datie 
there were none. The proportion of men 
who claimed to be ex-soldiers to the total 
adult male paupers who were in the 
casual wards on the 20th December in 
England and Wales was 224 per cent., 
only 23 per cent. claiming to be Army 
Reservists. But only five per cent. of 
the total were able to substantiate their 
claims to be ex-soldiers, 1} per cent. 
proving themselves Army Reservists. 


Mr. BURNS: Is the right honourable 
Gentleman aware that a custom prevails 
of some lodging-house keepers and small 
money-lenders retaining the certificates 
of Army Reserve men until they receive 
their money ; would that not account for 
the small percentage of certificates given ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: We know that such 
things do happen; but the War Office 
do their best to check them. 


THE CREW OF THE ARROYO. 

Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that on the Ist instant two seamen, 
named Arnold Alexander and Victor Rolf, 
were sentenced by the magistrates for 
the borough of North Shields to 14 days’ 
imprisonment for refusing to obey the 
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871 Russian 
commands of the captain of the British 
steamship Arroyo to proceed to sea, not- 
withstanding that they had duly com- 
pleted the voyage and service for which 
they had signed articles; that the cap- 
tain had wrongfully refused to discharge 
them ; and that after the two men had 
been sent to prison the officials of the 
Mercantile Marine Office informed the 
captain that his refusal to discharge them 
was wrongful, and that he was bound to 
discharge the whole crew, which he then 
accordingly did; whether the two men 
are still in prison; and whether he will 
order their immediate release, or direct 
inquiries to be made at once into the 
propriety of their conviction? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror ru 
HOME DEPARTMENT: My attention 
had not been called to this case, but I 
have communicated with the magistrates 
by telegram, and expect to receive their 
reply to-morrow. 


AGREEMENT WITH THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether an arrange- 
ment has been arrived at between the 
United States and Canada whereby all 
matters at present in dispute between the 
two countries are to be referred to a 
Commission; and whether he can state 
the composition of the Commission, and 
what the terms of its appointment are 
to be? 

Mr. CURZON: Negotiations have 
taken place at Washington for the settle 
ment of all pending questions between 
Great Britain and the United States by 
reference to a Commission. The text of 
the proposed arrangement has been dis- 
patched from Washington, but has not 
yet been received by Her Majesty’s 
Government. I am therefore not in a 
position to make any statement upon the 
subject mentioned in the second para 
graph. 
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regard to the fact that in some petty 
sessional divisions the justices deal with 
the cases of prisoners who have been pre- 
viously convicted summarily, whereas in 
others they consider themselves precluded 
from so doing by section 14 of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, he will 
take steps to make the same practice 
prevail throughout the country ; and, in 
case the justices are so precluded, 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
prisoners are often charged with trivial 
offences after having been previously 
convicted summarily many years before, 
and having regard to the expense of send- 
ing a prisoner for trial, he will introduce 
a Bill to give justices jurisdiction to deal 
with such cases? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror rnz 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I believe that 
in reliance on a letter written from the 
Home Office in 1880 the view is held in 
some quarters that justices are precluded 
from dealing summarily with indictable 
offences when the offender has been pre- 
viously convicted summarily of an indict- 
able offence. The law officers, how- 
ever, subsequently to that letter advised 
that section 14 of the Act of 1879 extends 
only to cases where the offender has been 
previously convicted on indictment, and 
this view has been followed by the Home 
Office since, and is largely acted on, I 
believe, by magistrates. A simular 
opinion of Sir H. Poland will be found in 
the issue of the Justices of the Peace 
for the 10th of May, 1884. 


RUSSIAN NAVAL CONSTRUCTION. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether he 
can state the amount which the Russian 
Government propose to spend upon naval 
construction during the next five years; 
and what steps Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose to take, especially in the 
way of increased naval construction, in 
order to maintain’ British naval 
supremacy ? 





SUMMARY JURISDICTION COURTS. 

Mr. GILES (Cambridge, Wisbech): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether, having 


Mr. Robson. 





Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: No, Sir, I am not prepared at 
the present moment to make a statement 
on the subject of the first Question of my 
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right honourable Friend. As to his 
second Question, I must ask him to await 
the statement which I shall make when 
Vote 8 is taken. In the meantime let 
me refer him to what was said yesterday 
by the right honourable Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in reply to 
the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Can 
the right honourable Gentleman state 
when he will be able to reply to the 
first part of the Question; and can he 
now, or at a later date, inform the House 
if it is a fact that the Russian Govern- 
ment propose to spend £80,000,000 upon 
naval construction during the next 10 
years? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY: As I have told my honour- 
able Friend, I am not prepared to 
make a statement upon the subject of 
naval construction. On Vote 8 of the 
Navy Estimates it will naturally be my 
duty to enter upon the subject of what 
construction is necessary. 


QUEEN’S SUZERAINTY OVER THE 
TRANSVAAL. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 1 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the published report of 
the dispatch of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment repudiating the Queen’s Suzerainty 
is correct; and whether he can state 
what reply thereto has been made by 
Her Majesty's Government! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: I am not quite certain 
whether the dispatch has been published 
absolutely in full in any newspaper, but 
the extracts which have appeared are 
practically correct. No reply has yet 
‘been made, as far as I have seen. 


WAR OFFICE DECENTRALISATION. 
Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): 1 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state the terms 
of reference of a Committee recently 
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appointed to inquire into the subject of 
War “Office Decentralisation ; whether he 
can also state the names of the members 
of this Committee ; whether their Report 
has yet been decided upon; and whether 
the same will be made public? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The terms of refer 
ence of the Committee on Decentralisation 
of War Office Business were as follows : 
to inquire whether any of the business 
now transacted in the War Office could 
with advantage be transacted in the dis- 
tricts without reference to the War 
Office; and whether it is desirable to 
delegate to the local military authorities 
further powers over the expenditure 
incurred in their districts. The Com- 
mittee consisted of Mr. Powell Williams, 
the late Sir George Lawson, Lieutenant- 
General Sir Henry Brackenbury, Major- 
General Sir William Butler, Major- 
General Burnett, with myself as chair- 
man and Colonel Miles as_ secretary. 
The Report has been decided on, and the 
various recommendations are being con- 
sidered by the Secretary of State. The 
Report will be shortly made public. 


LEAD POISONING IN ENGLISH 
POTTERIES. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether, having 
regard to the large number of women 
and children employed and subjected to 
the risk of slow poisoning by lead in 
English potteries, he will consent to 
appoint a lady inspector for the purpose 
of protecting, as far as may be, the 
interests of these workers in their 
unhealthy and dangerous occupation ; 
and whether he can see his way to pro- 
hibit the use of lead in glazing processes 
in potteries altogether, or to bring such 
processes within the scope and operation 
of the Workmen’s Compensation Act? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: The 
honourable Member is evidently unaware 
that the existing staff of lady inspectors 
has already dane most useful work in 
the Potteries district, and will continue 
to be available in future as often and 
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for as long as may be necessary. I am 
most sensible of the value of inspection 
by women in this industry, and shall not 
hesitate to increase the staff if I find it 
necessary, though the most urgent need 
in the dangerous trades appears to me| 
to be the appointment of a medical | 
inspector—a matter which I am carefully | 
considering. I am in hopes that the | 
use of dangerous glazes will diminish, | 
and, as the honourable Member must 
remember, I have appointed experts to 
inquire into the subject, and am making 
inquiries abroad. I have no power, how- 
ever, to prohibit the use of lead entirely. 
The extension of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, which the honourable 
Member suggests, would require legisla 
tion which I am not prepared to pro 
pose; but I trust that the new special | 
rules will materially diminish the dangers 
to which the workpeople are exposed. 


(Devon, South Mol- 
Gentle- 


the | 


Mr. LAMBERT 
ton): Has the right honourable 
man definitely decided to increase 
pumber of lady inspectors! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror) 
1HE HOME DEPARTMENT: No, Sir; I} 
have not said that. I stated that the 
whole subject was under consideration. 


THE MURDER OF YUSSUF YUNAN. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople 
has been able to obtain from the Porte 
the repayment of the sum of £500 stolen 
from the late Yussuf Yunan! 


Mr. CURZON: A telegram has been | 
received from Her Majesty’s Chargé 


d’Affaires at Constantinople, stating that | 
the Porte has returned an unfavourable | 
reply to the application for repayment | 
of the sum stolen from Yussuf Yunan. | 
The dispatch recording this refusal, and | 


| ask the House to 
| business on Thursday. 


|SURY : 
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further steps will be taken with the 
object of recovering the money? 


Mr. CURZON: I cannot say until | 
have received the dispatch and made 
myself acquainted with the reasons for 
the step taken by the Turkish Govern- 
ment. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I wish to 


|ask the First Lord of the Treasury a 


Question, of which I have given him 


| private notice—namely, whether in rela- 


tion to the Scotch Private Bill Procedure 
Bill, which is on the Orders for Thurs 
day, opportunity will 
debating the Amendment of which I 
given notice—namely, that on the Select 


be given for 


have 


|Committee to which the Bill is to be 
|referred there shall be a predominance 


of Scotch Members? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I think that it is necessary that we 
ae decide this question of referring 
the Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill 
to the Standing Committee, for it has 
been on the Paper for a great Iength of 
time, and the usual privilege of allowing 
uncontroversial matters to proceed after 
12 o'clock has not been accorded to it. 
Under the circumstances, I propose to 
take it as the first 


Mr. PIRIE: Perhaps I may be allowed 
to explain, as I was referred to yesterday 
by the First Lord of the Treasury as 


| having persistently blocked the Motion 


after midnight, that Ihave only been in a 
position to do so on two occasions during 
the five or six weeks the Bill has been 
on the Paper. 


FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 


I never referred to the honour- 


THE 


| able Member. 


the grounds for it, is on its way to| 
London. 
Mr. STEVENSON: Can the right | 


honourable Gentleman state whether any | 
Secretary of State for Home Department | 


Mr. PIRIE: I am very glad to hear it. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


EAST INDIA LOAN. 
Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. (Cumberland, 


Penrith), CHarmmMan of Ways and MEans, 
in the Chair. } 


LOWTHER 


(In the Committee.) 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the Secre 
tary of State in Council for India to raise in 
the United Kingdom any sum or sums not 
exceeding ten millions sterling for the service 
of the Government of India on the security 
of the revenue of India, and to make pro- 
vision in relation thereto."—(T'he Secretary 
of State for India.) 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Grorce Haminron, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): Those Members of the 
House who are now in Committee and 
take interest in Indian finance, and who 
have read the Debate on the Indian 
financial proposals for the present year 
are aware that an integral part of those 
proposals was the raising of a loan in 
this country, and the fact of the borrow- 
ing powers of the Secretarv of State 
being almost exhausted necessitates an 
appeal to Parliament for the necessary 
power. I may, at the outset, explain 
that the loan founded on the resolution 
I propose to move is connected solely 
with the ordinary financial and adminis 
trative business of the Government of 
India, and has nothing whatever to do 
with the currency proposals which, with 
the assent of the House, have been re- 
ferred to a Committee for investigation 
and report. The purposes for which this 
loan is required can be roughly summed 
up under three heads. The first object 
is to redeem obligations of the Secretary 
of State which were contracted at high 
rates of interest in past times, and are 
now approaching maturity. Such obli- 
gations are to be discharged and replaced 
by the issue of debt bearing a lower 
rate of interest, and, therefore, by this 
transaction there will be no addition to 
the total indebtedness of the Government 
of India ; on the contrary, there will be 
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a reduction of the amount of interest 
payable on the amount of the debt. The 
second purpose to which this loan is to 
be applied will be to provide part of 
the capital funds which are raised for 
railway extension in India. Every year 
the Indian Government invests a large 
amount of capital in these and other 
reproductive works ; spending as much as 
it can out of surplus revenue, borrowing 
as much as it can in India, and when 
it has exhausted Indian resources coming 
to the London market. The third pur- 
pose associated with the loan is to 
give a certain reserve resource to the 
Secretary of State, so that in case of 
exceptional disturbance in India, in the 
event of famine or war largely reducing 
the available revenue at the disposal of 
the Indian Government and preventing 
the remittance of sums for the discharge 
of obligations in this country, the Secre- 
tary of State will have something at his 
disposal to tide him over the difficulty. 
Such are the objects to which this loan 
is to be applied. The amount I propose 
to ask the assent of the House to is 10 
millions sterling. That is, I believe, 
about the usual amount asked for on 
such occasions as this. Im August next 
debentures amounting to. £3,000,000, 
and bearing interest 3} per cent., will 
mature, and it is proposed to redeem 
these and replace them by debt bear- 
ing a lower rate of interest. In the 
course of the year a smaller sum, 
£384,700 Oudh and Rohilkund Deben- 
tures at 4 per cent., have matured, and 
these we shall have to replace by stock 
bearing lower interest. The total amount 
required to replace existing obligations is 

3,384,700, and, in addition to this, 
£2,615,300 will be required to meet 
other disbursements, including railway 
capital requirements in this country for 
India. These two items together make 
£6,000,000. The home net expendi- 
ture of this year is estimated at 
£16,286,500. We propose to draw upon 
India to the extent of £16,000,000, and 
the balance of that sum will be met out 
of this loan; and the remainder of the 
sum of £2,615,300, which I have men- 
tioned above, will be available, as I 
before said, for the advancement and 
extension of railway construction in 
India. Therefore the total net amount 
which will be added to the indebtedness 
of the Government of India in this 
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country will be £2,615,300, during the,those three years. But owing to the 
current year. Notice will have to]exceptional disturbances which  o¢ 
be given to the Money Market that|curred during the whole of this 
it is our intention to raise this} period it would be mere waste of time 


money some time in July, and therefore 
it is necessary to get the assent of the 
House to our proposals at an _ early 
date. It seems to me, therefore, 
that, as I shall have to ask the leave of 
the House to raise this sum of money, it 
is only reasonable to give the House 
some indication of the nature of the 
security on which this loan is to be 
raised. That necessitates a review of 
Indian finance, and afiords a favourable 
opportunity to make that statement upon 
the position of the finances of India 
during the past few years which 
usually made at a later period of the 
Session. 


ao ¢ 
Sy « 


is 


*Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): Will the 
noble Lord say what is proposed to be 
done with the six millions sterling bilis 
raised last year to pay off home charges! 
Are they going to be renewed! 


STATE For 


going to be 


*THe SECRETARY of 
INDIA: Yes, they are 


renewed. 


*Mr. MACLEAN: Then this will be 
additional. 
*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


INDIA: No, the six millions of bills form 
part of the amount. But if my honour- 
able Friend will allow me to go on in my 
own way I will deal with that point sub- 
sequently. The up for 
1896-97, the first famine year, show a 
deficit of Rx.1,705,022, than the 
estimate by Rx.281,878. Consequently, 
our financial position, so far as that year 
is concerned, improved by that 
amount. The revised estimates for 
1897-98 indicate a deficit of Rx.5,283,100. 
In the Debate raised on the Address by 
the honourable Member for Flint I 
stated that, according to the latest 
information, the deficit would be 
Rx.6,630,000; our position, therefore, 
is better than was then anticipated by 
Rx.1,346,960. The Budget for 1898-99 
estimates a surplus of Rx.891,400, and 
if honourable Members will be good 
enough to total up these three sets of 
figures, it will be found that they amount 
to a total deficit of Rx.6,096,722 for 


accounts made 


less 


is 


if I were to make the usual analysis and 
comparison which form a large part of 
the annual statement of the Secretary 
of State for India. Famine, plague, 
earthquake, and war have caused great 
disturbance, both on the revenue side and 
the expenditure side, and I propose to 
take each of these items in detail and 
the Committee will see what amount of 
exceptional expenditure the Indian 
revenue has had to bear in the past few 
years and how far India has been able 
during the past three years to meet this 
exceptional expenditure without addi- 
tional taxation. Sir J. Westland in his 
financial statement included a table of 
firures showing the cost, direct and in- 
direct, of the famine for the three years, 
but this table omits the temporary sus- 


pension of revenue which, though 
perhaps recoverable in future years, 
is an important loss in years when 
famine is prevalent. I propose to 
include these, to debit the year 
in which the temporary suspension 


of revenue occurs, and to credit the years 
in which that temporary suspension is 
recovered, and I propose also to include 
for purposes of comparison the amount 
of the Famine Insurance Fund. For the 
year 1896-97 the total direct and indirect 
loss caused to the Indian Exchequer by 
the famine was Rx.7,514,312. For the 
year 1897-98 it amounts to the enormous 
sum of Rx.9,717,900. The original esti- 
mates of the Indian Government were 
much exceeded this year. As the House 
is aware there are two crops in India— 
the spring crop and the autunin crop. 
The Budget statement is made in Feb- 
ruary, at a time when the Government 
are in full possession of the crop pros 
pects of Northern India, but they could 
not accurately estimate what would take 
place in Madras, Bombay, and the mid- 
land portions of India. Rain did not 
fall at the time at which it usually 
does, and thus the famine operations were 
much protracted in those districts, and 
that accounts for the large increase over 
the original estimate. For the year 
1898-99 the famine expenditure is esti- 
mated at Rx.769,700, and, taking the 
total of the three years together, we get 
an aggregate of Rx.18,001,912 as the 





The Secretary of State for India. 
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cost of the famine to the Indian Govern- 
ment. It will give the Committee some 
idea of the dimensions of the famine 
operations of the Indian Government 
when I say that the total number of 
units relieved—a “unit” being one 
person relieved one day—amounts in the 
aggregate to 828,893,000, being an 
average of 1,814,000 per day for a period 
of 15 months. The Indian Government 
were greatly assisted by the contributions 
which the public benevolence in this and 
other countries contributed as a supple- 
ment to the expenditure of the Indian 
Government. We have now an account 
of the manner in which these funds were 
applied, and we know that no less than 
1,250,000 heads of families were relieved 
by grants of cattle, seed, and implements 
enable them to pursue their 

Some 1,000,000 persons of 
respectable position who had not recourse 
to Government aid were fed through 
charitable agencies; 1,250,000 persons 
on relief works were assisted in addition, 
and, further, provision was made for the 
maintenance and education of 4,000 
orphans whose friends cannot be found. 
I believe that there never has been 
raised so large a sum for charitable pur- 
poses as that contributed by this country 
during the past 18 months to the relief 
of the sufferers by the Indian famine. 
I was blamed, and certain gentlemen in 
this House blamed me, because I did not 
authorise an to be made at an 
earlier date to the British public. I 
thought it wise first to be able to accu- 
rately state the full dimensions of the 
famine before such an appeal was made ; 
and, further, I considered it essential 
that all the details of the scheme by 
which the funds should be applied should 
be worked cut so that it should be made 
clear to the public that the fund was 
not to be used in any way to take the 
responsibility from the shoulders of the 
Government. JI think I was not wrong 
in thus delaying the appeal to 
the public, inasmuch as a larger sum 
was obtained than was ever the case 
before, and was administered more effi- 
ciently for the purposes of relief than 
any previous contributions of the same 
kind. The disaster is the most serious 
Visitation of that character which has 
occurred during the present century. In 

many parts of the country there was a 
famine of wages as well as of food. There 
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was terrible mortality in certain parts of 
the country, and almost every class of 
the community was in some way or other 
affected by it. But if one looks at it 
from the political and administrative 
point of view and reflects upon the result 
of the relief operations, there is much 
that is satisfactory and gratifying to 
know. It is admitted on all hands that 
no Government ever made so great and 
successful an effort before to combat 
famine and avert its consequences, and 
the people in the districts who had the 
benefit of Government relief and were 
under Government supervision recognise 
this fact and are deeply grateful for the 
assistance so given. On the other hand, 
the superintending, district, and local 
officers were brought more personally 
into contact with the people, and obtained 
a better knowledge of their idiosyncrasies 
and peculiarities than they could have 
done had they been engaged in their 
ordinary routine work, and I am glad to 
say that in many parts of the country 
special ties of sympathy have sprung 
up between the governors and the 
governed, productive of reciprocal good- 
will, and the joint efforts of both ren- 
dered the difficult task of suppressing 
these evils less difficult than it otherwise 
would have been. The expenditure upon 
the plague is, comparatively speaking, 
small. The figures i am about to give 
represent only the direct expenditure of 
the Government, and they do not take 
into account sums which were spent by 
local authorities or municipalities. They 
amount to Rx.23,700 in 1896-7, 
Rx.284,100 in 1897-98, and Rx.118,100 
in 1898-99, making a total of Rx.425,900 
expended during this triennial period. 
We are now at the time of the year when 
this terrible disease is least effective in 
its ravages and when it is most easily 
kept under control; but I am sorry to 
say there is no use disguising the fact 
that in spite of the vigilance and exer- 
tions of the local authorities the plague 
has made great ravages during the past 
six months. Every effort has been made by 
the Government to prevent its spread ; 
no pains have been spared to reassure 
the people as to the measures to be 
adopted for its suppression, ‘and to 
secure, if possible, their co-operation. 
Of all the troubles and all the evils which 
the Indian Government has had to face 
during the past few years, I feel most 
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apprehension upon this subject of the 
plague, because it brings the modern 
sanitary ideas of the West into sharp 
contact with the ancient customs of the 
East. On the one hand the Government 
cannot suffer that the people should be 
swept off the face of the earth without 
making some effort, and, on the other, 
they must walk warily, lest, in saving the 
people from themselves, they stir up the 
fanatical ignorance of the people against 
the necessities of modern sanitation. The 
Government has to combat with the tra- 
ditions of centuries, and the hardest work 
of the local authorities has been in com- 
bating these traditions and _ securing 
the co-operation of the people themselves. 
In many districts they have heartily co 
operated, and the joint efforts have, I am 
glad to say, in many instances been suc 
cessful. The expenditure in consequence 
of the damages caused to railways and 
public buildings by the earthquake 
amounted in these three years to the sum 
of Rx.534,000. As regards the excep- 
tional military operations which occurred 
during this time, in the first year the 
amount spent upon them was Rx.39,000. 
In 1897-98 the operations on the North- 
Western Frontier cost Rx.3,823,000, and 
the Indian Government have made prs- 
vision to the extent of Rx.1,488,000 in 
the Budget for possible expenditure. We 
have every reason to hope that this esti- 
mate will be largely in excess of any 
possible expenditure. Taking the total 
expenditure on military operations up to 
this time, it amounts in the aggregate to 
Rx.5,351,000. I think that whatever 
difference of opinion may prevail on 
various sides of the House to the 
origin of the Frontier disturbances, we 
all note with intense satisfaction that the 
military operations have been completely 
successful. Sir William Lockhart and his 
soldiers, in spite of the almost insuper- 
eble physical difficulties which they 
had to overcome, have successfully per- 
formed one of the most troublesome tasks 
ever given to men to undertake. The 
combination of strength and clemency 
which has been shown by the Indian 
Government to the wild border tribes has 
had a beneficial effect, and I trust that in 
years to come we shall have comparative 
tranquillity in these regions. The policy 
of Her Majesty’s Government, which was 
laid down in a dispatch sent to the 
Government of India, was, I believe, ap 
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proved by all sections in this House. 
It was based on the principles of concen- 
tration and conciliation, and I hope that 
a steady adherence to the principles yo 
laid down will prevent the likelihood of 
any drain on the Exchequer of India, 
such as that to which it has just 
been subjected, for many years to come. 
If the Committee will follow me in the 
figures I have laid before them, they will 
see that during these three years, even 
with the exceptional loss to the Indian 
Exchequer, in consequence of either the 
direct or indirect action of famine, plague, 
earthquake, and war, amounting to no 
less than the enormous sum of 
Rx.24,312,880, the deficit is only 
»» 
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Rx.6,096,722 ; therefore we have in this 
triennial period of exceptional disturb- 
ance the satisfaction of knowing that ne 
less a sum than Rx.18,216,158 cf the ex- 
ceptional expenditure has tieen met by the 
ordinary revenue without the imposition 
of any additional taxation. This state 
ment is far more satisfactory than I anti- 
cipated it would be possible for me to 
make a few months ago, and I think it is 
due to two causes. In the first place, the 
ordinary revenue has stood the troubles 
of the past three years exceptionally well. 
Those who take an interest in the differ- 
ence between our fiscal system and the 
fiscal system prevailing in India will 
know that a much larger proportion of 
taxation in this country is raised by indi- 
rect means than in India, and that here, 
owing to the greater wealth of the com- 
munity, we consume a much larger pro- 
portion of those taxable articles which, if 
not included under the head of luxuries, 
lie in the scale between the luxuries and 
necessaries of life. The result, there 
fore, is that the British revenue snows 
much more elasticity than the Indian 
revenue in times of prosperity, but in 
times of adversity the Indian revenue 
shows greater stability. That is one of 
the causes to which the satisfactory 
balance-sheet for these three years is 
attributable. But the main cause of 
this satisfactory statement is due to the 
steady rise in the exchange value of the 
rupee during the past few years. I am 
very anxious to avoid all controversial 
questions associated in any way with the 
movement of the rupee. There is always 
some question or other agitating the com- 
munity upon which it seems necessary for 
people to be inflexible and implacable. 
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Theological discussions during the Middle 
Ages much excited the attention of the 
community, and the practice of those who 
obtained a prominent position in any 
ccmmunity was to endeaveur to establish 
theological orthodoxy by means of the 
rack or the stake. Well, currency ques 
tions seem to lead rather to the same 
position. I have received a good many 
communications from different persons 
during the last few weeks ; they do not 
agree with me, and I am quite certain 
that, if they had the power, the stake 
and the rack are the very least of the 
penalties to which they would subject 
me. Therefore what I am now about to 
say I will make as non-controversial as 
possible. There is in the Indian accounts 
for the year the item, “Loss by ex- 
change.” I want to make it perfectly 
clear what that loss by exchange means. 
For many years the exchange value of 
the rupee measured in gold was 2s., and 
every 10 rupees remitted was equivalent 
to £1 in gold. As the rupee fell in value 
it became necessary to put in some 
adjusting item in order to show the num- 
ber of rupees over and above the rate of 
10 to £1 which were remitted to this 
country in order to be the equivalent in 
value of £1. The loss by exchange which 
is annually included in the accounts of 
the Government of India includes that 
number of rupees over and above the rate 
of 10 to £1 which annually have to be 
remitted to meet the obligations of the 
Secretary of State. It consequently fol- 
lows that the higher the exchange value of 
the rupee the less is this item called “ loss 
by exchange”; the lower the rate, the 
greater the loss. During the last three 
years the rupee has steadily risen. During 
my predecessor’s tenure of office in 
the vear 1894-95 it fell to 12.7d.; 
in 1896-97 it rose to an average of 14.4¢. ; 
in 1897-98 to 15.3d.; and in 1898-99 the 
same rate is taken. The total loss by ex- 
change for these three years in the 
aggregate is estimated at Rx.33,063,999, 
giving an average loss of Rx.11,000,009 
for each year. I perceive in certain 
quarters an idea, which is very freely 
promulgated, that a fall in the exchange 
value of the rupee does not really affect 
the Indian Government, and this conclu- 
sion is arrived at by the following 
process of reasoning. It is asserted that 
the aggregate indebtedness of any one 
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rommunity to other communities in the 
vorld is discharged by the surplus of the 
sxxports of that community over ita 
mports, and, consequently, it is assumed 
that so long as the export trade of India 
‘s good it is immaterial to the Indian 
Government what is the rate at which 
they will have to meet their obligations 
rere. I daresay as an abstract proposi- 
tion it is perfectly true that the general 
indebtedness of a community is dis 
tharged by the surplus of its exports 
ver its imports, but you cannot apply 
that general abstract principle in con- 
crete to each individual matter. The 
xports from India do not belong to the 
Indian Government. The ability or 
inability of the Indian Government to 
meet its obligations in this country does 
not depend on the export trade of India ; 
it depends on the number of rupees it 
has in its cash balances, and which it 
can remit to meet its obligations, and 
the lower the exchange the larger the 
number of rupees from its cash balances 
which it has to remit. Consequently the 
continued fall in the value of the rupee 
must entail a larger and larger number 
of rupees being remitted here. There 
may arrive a period when the Indian 
Government will be unable to meet its 
obligations unless it can increase its 
revenues to a similar extent. That 
is a self - evident proposition, and 
I want the Committee just to 
realise what difference a slight rise 
in the exchange value of the rupee 
has done for Indian finance during the 
critical period of the last three years. 
I will assume for a minute that the 
rupee had remained at the figure which 
it reached during my _predecessor’s 
tenure cf office—l2s. 7d.; though at the 
present moment the silver value of the 
rupee is as low as 10.5d. I think, there- 
fore, all will agree that 12.7d. is a reason- 
able figure at which the rupee might be 
taken if the Indian Government had 
done nothing. But if it had remained 
at that figure the loss by exchange during 
the past three years would have been 
¢x.50,250,000, an excess of Rx.17,000,000 
over the actual loss that did occur, and 
the deficits which we should have had to 
face would have been, not Rx.6,000,000, 
but Rx.23,000,000, and so far from 
having a surplus for next year 
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—of which I think there is every 
reasonable prospect—we should have 
been face to face with a deficit of 
Rx.5,750,000. I think it most unfair 
that an attack should have been made 
on the Indian Government in this con- 
nection. It has been asserted that they 
have wantonly raised this question of 
exchange and forced currency proposals 
on the monetary world. If the Indian 
Government had stood still and done 
nothing, I repeat what I have said 
before, that they would have gradually 
drifted into a position in which they 
would not have been able to meet their 
obligations. I venture to sey in that case 
the same individuals and the same 
interests which now attack them for 
having wantonly raised this currency 
question would have been the first to 
denounce them then for an attitude of 
vacillation and ineptitude when they 
found what enormous monetary interests 
were at stake, and that the Secretary of 
State in Council was unable adequately 
to meet his obligations. My honourable 
Friend the Member for Cardiff asked me 
a question in regard to the six million 
bills. There is an impression among 
certain persons that whenever the Secre- 
tary of State obtains power to raise a 
loan of this character he and the Indian 
Office utilise it for the purpose of manipu- 
lating the Exchange. I assure 
the Committee that is an 
entire delusion. We draw upon the 
Indian Government as much as their 
cash balance will allow, and it is 
only when their cash balances are 
inadequate to mect our drafts here 
that we have recourse to raising a loan 
in this country. The last loan was raised 
at the close of the year 1893, and if 1 
place before the Committee the applica- 
tion of the proceeds they will perceive 
very clearly, I think, the procedure which 
the Secretary of State and the India 
Office adopt. These loans comprise all 
the sterling capital over and above the 
capital raised in India which may be 
required for railway enterprise, and 
therefore the figures which I will read 
out will include all those sums which 
were applied by the Secretary of State 
to railway enterprise and were raised in 
this country. In the first year after the 
passing of this loan, the year 1894-95, 
the debt raised was £1,984,000; in the 
The Secretary ef State for India. 
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subsequent year, 1895-96, we met the 
whole of our obligations by drafts from 
India, and we were able to reduce the 
debt to the extent of £11,000. The next 
year, 1896-97, we were able to do better ; 
we met the whole ef our obligations, and 
were also able in the course of our trans- 
actions to decrease the debt by £860,000. 
We then commenced the year 1897-98, 
which was an exceptional year. Our 
cash balances in India were reduced to 
the lowest possible point compatible 
with safety; we had to meet not only 
the expenditure caused by the prolonga- 
tion of the famine, but to provide ways 
and means for a great Frontier war, and 
we were therefore compelled during the 
last year to raise here a sum of no less 
than £8,486,000. That includes the 
6,000,000 of bills to which my honour- 
able Friend referred. Whether we should 
convert those bills into stock or not is 
a question on which we have not 
yet come to a decision, but undoubtedly 
the bills so issued will in future form 
& permanent part of the Indian debt to 
this country. Those members of the 
Committee who have followed these 
ficures will clearly see that in no sense 
are these loans used for the purpose of 
manipulating the exchange. Everybody 
admits the inadvisability of increasing 
our gold obligations in this country, but 
owing to very exceptional circumstances 
we cannot draw to the full extent on 
India, and we have had recourse to a 
loan. In every case when we raise money 
here on loan we know that in practice 
part of it will be applied to reproductive 
works in India, and the great bulk of the 
amount to be borrowed this year will 
unquestionably be utilised in providing 
capital for such If I am 
not detaining the Committee too 
long; I should like to take a 
short review of what the result of our 
capital expenditure has been during the 
last 20 years. It is just 20 years since 
the last great famine terminated, and Sir 
James Westland very properly laid «a 
series of figures before the Committee 
in Council at Calcutta with reference to 
that period. There is an impression in 
many quarters that India did not pay her 
way during this 20 years. If we exclude 
war, famine, and special defence works, 
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cost Rx.21,200,000, special defence works 
Rx.4,600,000, famine Rx.8,200,000, 
making a total of Rx.34,000,000. There- 
fore there is an absolute balance of 
revenue over expenditure during that 
time of Rx.17,000,000, and 13,500,000 
of that surplus has been spent upon rail- 
ways, leaving a surplus of Rx.3,500,000. 
That is an immensely satisfactory account, 
but at the same time I am bound to 
admit that it would not be so satisfactory 
if this country had not contributed five 
millions towards the Afghan war. There 
is also another fact which it is only 
right I should lay before the Committee. 
During the whole of this period we have 
gone on incurring capital on outlay in 
this country for reproductive works, 
which has reduced the amount we should 
have otherwise had to draw upon the 
Government of India, and by reducing 
the amount. drawn has raised the ex- 
change at which the diminished amount 
was remitted. Now, there has been 
some little inconsistency in the 
policy we have adopted in connec- 
tion with the extension of public 
works. Shortly after the great famine in 
1878 a Select Committee was appointed, 
of which I was the chairman, and among 
the members of that Committee was my 
right honourable Friend the Leader of 
the House, Mr. Fawcett, Sir George Camp- 
bell, and a number of other well-known 
authorities. | We arrived at the conclu- 
sion then, looking at the comparatively 
small returns obtained from the railways 
and the great cost in the construction of 
the works in India, that it was advisable 
to limit the capital raised in any one 
year for the development of reproductive 
public works. We fixed the limit at 
£2,500,000. Almost simultaneously 
there was the Famine Commission, which 
was composed of very eminent men who 
had been taking evidence in India, and 
they arrived at the result—looking at the 
matter from a very much broader point 
of view—that it would be a material 
advantage to India in its direct as well 
as indirect effects to have a liberal policy 
of capital expenditure upon the produc- 
tive works. They considered that it 


would be advisable to remove this limit 
of £2,500,000. Another Committee sat in 
1884 to reconcile the difference between 
these recommendations, and they came to 
the unanimous conclusion that under the 
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changed conditions of the Government of 
India, the improved credit of India, and 
the good returns which the railroads were 
making, that it was advisable that 
a larger sum should be raised than 
£2,500,000. At the same time they laid 
down as a cardinal principle governing 
the policy of public works, that they 
should not be developed to such an ex- 
tent as would in any way entail the risk 
of additional taxation. My right honour- 
able Friend my predecessor in office gave 
great attention to this question, and he 
proposed to extend and develop the 
system under which railroads had 
been constructed in India. I looked 
into some of the _ figures’ which 
he had before him, and I came to the same 
conclusion. Some three years ago he 
suggested that the Government of India 
should draw out a much larger pro- 
gramme in connection with railway ex- 
tension ; unfortunately the famine broke 
out at the same time, and we had to 
provide for that additional expenditure. 
There has been undoubtedly considerable 
financial difficulty in providing under 
these exceptional circumstances for the 
additional expenditure contemplated. But 
notwithstanding the fact that this ex- 
periment has been carried on under these 
most disadvantageous and exceptional 
circumstances, I see no reason whatever 
for altering my opinion, and I think I 
can lay certain figures bafore you which 
will justify it. Let us see what is the 
nature of the problem with which we 
have to deal in India. During the past 
20 years, notwithstanding the curtail- 
ment caused by famine, the population 
has, including the population of Burmah, 
added at the time cf the annexation, risen 
from 192 millions to 230 millions, an in- 
crease of 20 per cent. from 1877 to 1897. 
During the 20 years the increase of the 
Native States included has been some- 
thing like 50 millions. Such a popula- 
tion, unless industrial employment as & 
means of wealth is developed, is an addi- 
tional pressure cn the means of subsis- 
tence in many parts of the country. If 
this increase of population goes on, and 
if we do nothing to improve and develop 
the resources of the country, India will 
become nothing more nor less than a 
huge congested district. It may be said 
that the railways after all only affect the 
well-to-do, and that railway extension is 
only promoted in the interests of 
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European officials and a few of the 
well-to-do amongst the India community. 
But if we take into consideration 
the people who use those railways 
and take the growth cf the passenger 
and other traffic, shall clearly 
that these railways are enor- 
mously used by the poorer classes of the 
country. During the last 20 years the 
open mileage has risen from 7,323 in 
1887 to 20,872 miles in 1897, an increase 
of 185 per cent. A consid_rable porticn of 
these railroads were built for strategical 
purposes, and were not constructed for 
purely commercial purposes,therefore one 
would expect that in the return, so far 
as passengers and goods traffic is con- 
cerned, that these strategical railroads 
would bring down the average. In the last 
20 years the increase in the number of 
passengers is from over 34 millions to 
160 millions, an increase of 370 per cent. 
The number of tons of goods carried has 
risen from nine millions to 32 millions, 
which is an increase of 255 per cent. 
If the railway traffic returns are taken 
mere cr less as a guide cf the internal 
trades of the country as they are in Eng- 
land, the increased railway returns give 
an indication that affairs are prosperous. 
If that applies to England it must also 
apply to India. Then take the tele- 
graph and post office. One finds 
an extraordinary development, and that 
in the savings bank department of the 
Post Office there has been an increase 
from Rx.2,000,000 to Rx.10,900,000 ; if 
we turn to trade, we find the exports have 
increased from Rx.61,000,000 to 
Rx.104,000,000, an increase of 70 per 
cent. ; whilst the imports have increased 
from Rx.35,000,000 to Rx.72,000,000, or 
an inercase of 103 per cent. Gold has 
been imported during the last 20 years 
to the extent of Rx.50,000,000, and 
silver to the extent of Rx.165,000,000. 
Now comes the most curious phenome 
non of all. Last year, which was a year 
of exceptional pressure, India imported 
larger amounts of silver and gold than 
it did in any year before, except one. 
Now, the figures that I have read clearly 
indicate that the policy of investing 
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large sums of money annually for the 
development of railways and irrigation 
works and other branches of activity in 


which the Government can legitimately 
take part has paid well. Sir James West- 
Secretary of State for India. 
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land, a most cautious and accurate man, 
calculates that during the past 30 years 
the Government of India has spent in 
various forms in railways, irrigation, com- 
mercial docks, municipal and 
tural improvements no less 
Rx.166,000,000, and he estimates that, 
far from the capital expenditure 
having entailed an additional charge on 
the revenue of India, it has actually 
paid Rx.500,000 a year more than if the 
expenditure had not been made. When 
we turn to the value of the assets of the 
Indian Government, we find that there 
is a surplus of Rx.29,000,000, while in 
England there is an excess of liabilities 
amounting to £55,500,000. I do not 
think that any Government could showa 
more satisfactory balance-sheet than 
that which I have indicated, showing 
that real success has attended the policy 
of the Government in respect of capital 
expenditure in India. Nov, I think that 
at once the reflection arises that, if the 
Government have succeeded in obtaining 
such remunerative results from their 
capital expenditure, does not India offer 
a wonderfully good field for private enter 
prise and the investment of private capi 
tal. We have in that country every quali- 
fication for the investment of capital. In 
India we have a very dense population, 
frugal and industrious, a prolific soil and 
an wanount of mineral wealth which is 
at present practically untouched, and one 
would have thought that private enter- 
prise and private capital could not go 
to a better quarter to invest it; but for 
the last 10 or 12 years it unfor- 
tunately happened that the capital has 
been coming back from India, instead 
of more capital being invested there. 
Now I do not wish to go into any con- 
troversial questions, I am only stating 
facts; but I think I have made 
out as fair a case as anyone could 
for the necessity of solving this 
problem. If people could be assured 
with any confidence that whatever they 
sent out to India would, more or 
less, come back at a higher value, | 
believe it would effect a complete eco 
nomic and industrial revolution in India. 
There is another consideration which has 
been forced upon me recently in con- 
nection with this. I think we are all 
agreed that industrial competition be 
tween different communities of the same 
Empire is good for the Empire, provided 
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that all the communities are able to 
compete on a fair and equal basis. Now, 
India does not get the full benefit of her 
connection with the Empire at large, and 
a spirit of enmity is raised, which is most 
injurious to the commercial prosperity 
of the Empire. We had a marked in- 
stance of that in connection with cotton. 
The Lancashire cotton people thought 
that the legislation in India would 
injure the operatives here, and I was 
compelled to make a slight alteration in 
their favour, but what has been the 
result?) The cotton trade of India is 
doing well, whilst the Lancashire cotton 
trade has never done a greater business 
than it is doing at the present moment, 
and so far from there being any bad 
feeling between Lancashire and India 
the cotton districts of Lancashire con- 
tributed larger sums to the relief of the 
sufferers in the faminestricken districts 
of India than any other similar sized 
population in the United Kingdom. 
Now, Sir, the statement I have ventured 
to make is one which, I think, consider- 
ing the circumstances under which it is 
made, is not unsatisfactory. I may be 
told that it is the outcome of official 
optimism, and that all persons who hold 
office take an unduly sanguine view of 
the position of affairs for which they are 
themselves responsible. I never can 
understand why it is the fashion with a 
certain class of critics to apply the word 
optimism to Indian officials. The right 
honourable Gentleman opposite has had 
some experience of these officials, and so 
have I, and I should say that if there 
is any class of men who are not sanguine 
it is the Indian officials, because 
they are conscious of the difficulty 
and magnitude of the rdle they have to 
maintain. Through the agency of those 
officials, a perfect revolution has been 
brought about in the financial system of 
India, and surely we may well take some 
pride in the position which we have 
attained. What has recently been going 
on in Egypt has been going on in India 
for many years on a larger scale, and 
clearly it is right that we should loox 
with some satisfaction upon the financial 
edifice we have reared in that 
country. Such satisfaction is in no sense 
mcompatible with the knowledge of 
troubles which may arise in the future. 
Nobody who looks at the relations 
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between this country and India can 
deny that there will always be troubles 
and risks surrounding our dominion 
there. There are social and political 
problems which every decade seems to 
render more difficult to solve. Sir, the 
present Viceroy of India is now approach- 
ing the last year of his tenure of office ; 
the last year of his rule in India has 
been associated with more serious diffi- 
culties than any period since the Mutiny. 
Now, I maintain it is not exaggeration 
to say that if any grave error of judgment 
had been made, if any false step had 
been taken, if there had been any vacil- 
lation or want of determination shown 
by the Indian Government, most serious 
consequences must have ensued. I think 
there is no subject in Her Majesty’s 
dominions upon whose shoulders has 
been concentrated so much responsibility 
as upon the Viceroy of India. He is the 
personal head of the greatest adminis» 
trative machinery in the world. He is 
more or less responsible for the 
prosperity, progress, well-being, and 
order of the 300,000,000 of inhabitants 
of India. That task in itself is a hercu- 
lean one, but the burden of his work is 
not in itself so much associated with the 
immensity of the administrative 
machinery which he has to maintain as 
with the complexity of the pro 
blems with which he is called upon 
to deal. Of all the great Indian 
statesmen who have held high office 
in that country I think no one has 
more clearly defined the nature of the 
difficulties and troubles which surround 
our rule there than the late Sir Henry 
Maine. In a celebrated lecture which he 
delivered upon the government of India 
he made an appeal to his audience that 
they should show great consideration and 
toleration to the Indian officials in the 
discharge of their duties, for he knew 
some of the almost superhuman diff- 
culties with which they had to contend, 
and he summed up the position thus— 


‘The general character of this difficulty may 
be shortly stated. There is a double current 
of influence playing upon this remarkable 
Dominion. One of these currents has its 
origin in this country, beginning in the strong 
moral and political convictions of a free people. 
The other arises in India itself, engendered 
amidst a dense and dark vegetation of primi 
tive opinion and prejudice, if you please, stub. 
bornly rooted in the débris of the past. As 
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has been truly said, the British rulers of 
India are like men bound to make their 
watches keep true time in two longitudes at 
once.” 


Lord Elgin went out to India a compara- 
tively unknown and untried man; his 
tenure of office expires at the close of this 
year, and he will return having been 
tried in the highest sphere of adminis- 
trative work and responsibility ; he has 
steered India through most perilous and 
serious crises, and, to use the phraseo- 
logy of Sir Henry Maine, he ‘has 
contrived to make his watch keep true 
time in two longitudes at once. It has 
been his misfortune to have to deal with 
these troublous questions, and thus he 
has been compelled to postpone various 
fiscal and agrarian reforms which I know 
he has much at heart. He has had 
to bear much hostility, but he has col- 
lected all the necessary material for 
agrarian legislation ; and he leaves to his 
successor a sound system of finance, 
which I hope will greatly improve the 
condition of the tillers and the persons 
who occupy the soil. I believe 
in the Council Chamber of Calcutta 
there is a motto above the Chair 
of State of the Viceroy which 
shortly describes the quality which 
I think has been the cause of the estab- 
lishment of our dominion, not only in 
India, but in many other parts of the 
Empire. It is the well-known Latin 
motto, Mens equa in arduis, and I 
think, without exaggeration, it may be 
truly said that of all the eminent men 
who have cccupied that chair, no one 
has more unostentatiously or yet more 
effectually displayed that quality than 
the Viceroy whose tenure of office is 
about to terminate. 


*Mr. S. SMITH (Flintshire): I am sure 
we must all be pleased with the en- 
comium which has been passed on the 
Governor General of India. It is a 
duty with some of us on this side of 
the House to criticise the Government of 
India from time to time, but our criti- 
cisms have been made with the purest 
motives, and have never been intended 
to in any way depreciate the merit of 
the work which the Indian Government 
has performed. No one knows better than 
myself the extreme difficulties which 


The Secretary of State for India. 
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have to be encountered in carrying on 
that Government, or the great abilities 
of the Gentleman who is now at the 
head of Indian affairs. I wish to associate 
myself With all that has fallen from the 
Secretary of State in praiso of Lord Elgin 
and in praise of the very eminent and able 
men who have the conduct of the Govern- 
ment of India. We sympathise with 
them in the difficulties they have had to 
encounter in the last two years, and we 
know that life has been well nich un- 
bearable there, and that the Government 
has been carried cn at the cost of the 
lives of many civil servants. We recognise 
the success of the Government, who by 
gigantic efforts have carried through and 
kept alive some 50 millions of famine 
stricken people during this terrible 
crisis. It was a work of great merit. 
With a view of dcing something to pre 
vent the recurrence of what we have 
surmounted under tremendous difficulties, 
we should try to lay the foundation of 
a happier social system among the people, 
I am afraid the noble Lord has taken 
too rosy @ view; he has told us all that 
can be said to be favourable to his view, 
all that is on his side, with great art; he 
has led us to believe that all is going on 
well. Those who wish to know the truth 
of our Indian rule know it is compassed 
round with most tremendous difficulties, 
diticulties which arc growing greater 
every year, and this House should look 
fully in the face the tremendous difficul- 
ties which still confront us. I was very 
glad to hear the Secretary of State for 
India say that before Lord Elgin left he 
had in view various schemes for improving 
the industrial condition of India. The 
real problem before the rulers of India is 
to make it the home of a prosperous and 
contented peasantry. It is a melancholy 
fact that the masses of India do little 
more than exist ; a great majority of the 
people are hopelessly in debt. Mr. A. 0. 
Hume says— 

“Wherever we turn we find agriculturists 
burthened with debts running on at enormous 
rates of interest. In some districts, even pro- 
vinces, the evil is all-absorbing, a whole gene 
ration of paupers, hopelessly meshed in the 
webs of the usurers.” 


Speaking of India generally, Sir William 
Hunter says— 


“Tt has been my duty to make inquiries in 
every province of India as to the interest which 
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money yields. I find that for small loans to 
the cultivators the old native rate of 374 per 
cent. per annum still prevails.” 


Now, I freely admit that the worst of this 
evil is owing to the unhappy social 
customs and caste prejudices of the 
people. Child marriages do more to 
lower the standard of living in India 
than all other causes. Sir Henry Maine 
says truly— 


“India seems likely to experience, more than 
any society of men, that peculiar trial which 
follows good government. . . . In no 
country will there be probably a severer pres- 
swe of population on food. India is the only 
pat of the world in which every single male 
of the population is married as soon as it is 
possible for him to be married. The super- 
stitions of the vast majority will not allow 
animals to be bred or killed for food. Nor 
will the population emigrate. 


“Such causes of increase in the population 
and limitation in the supply of food have 
existed from time immemorial in India. But, 
till the present century, there were competing 
causes which impeded their operation. Far 
the most powerful of these were war, pesti- 
lence, and famine. These ancient checks on 
the growth of the population are losing their 
maleticent power, and with their disappearance 
population will fast increase its volume, 
forcing on the attention of the rulers of India 
a number of grave problems which have been 
very imperfectly faced of late years by the 
economists and statesmen of the West.” 


The over-population of some parts of 
India is excessive. In some parts of 
Bengal the population reaches 800 per 
square mile, living wholly by agriculture. 
Sir William Hunter truly says— 


“If we allow four persons to each peasant 
family, we find 24 millions of human beings 
struggling to live off the produce of 15 million 
acres, just over half an acre apiece. The 
Indian soil cannot support that struggle.” 

The remedy is plain. Sir William 
Hunter says— 

“Natives must equaliso the pressure on the 
soil by distributing themselves more equally 
over the country. There is plenty of fertile 
land in India still awaiting the plough. The 
Indian husbandman must learn to mobilise 
imself, and to migrate from the overcrowded 
provinces to the underpeopled ones.” 


These are, in substance, the problems the 
Government of India has to try to solve. 
It will be a slow and tedious work; 


and it needs the concentrated strength 
statesmen. 
can only be 


of generations of 


great 
The caste 


prejudices 
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slowly broken up by the spread 
of education and enlightenment and 
Christian ideas. But there are some 
things which Government must address 
itself to with far more real earnestness 
than ever before. The first of these is 
the hopelessly indebted condition of the 
Indian peasantry. I admit that going 
into debt is the very nature of a Hindoo, 
and his religion requires a son to under- 
take his father’s debts, and this obliga- 
tion is never shirked; but I complain 
that our English small debt procedure 
has given far greater facilities to the 
money-lender than the old Indian system. 
It treats a debt as sacred, however 
exorbitant the rate of interest, and 
enables the creditor to attach the pro- 
perty of the debtor and make him 
virtually his slave. The old Indian 
system left the decision to a Panchayat, 
or council of five village elders, who 
could cut down an exorbitant debt and 
settle it on principles of equity. The 
usages of a commercial country like 
England, where every man is trained to 
stand on his own footing, are utterly 
unsuited for India, where everything is 
done by custom and tradition, and the 
debtors are as helpless as sheep before 
wolves. We must go back to the old 
Indian traditions; the cultivator should 
have something like the homestead law 
of America, whereby the holding’ and 
agricultural implements cannot be 
attached for debt, and all interest over 
9 per cent., or at the outside 12 per 
cent., per annum should be illegal. I 
strongly advise the Government to 
examine most thoroughly the scheme of 
the honourable Member for Banffshire 
(Sir William Wedderburn) for the estab- 
lishment of agricultural banks; and, if 
this is not practicable, it may be nece» 
sary even to go back to the old Hindoo 
practice of the Government advancing 
money at sowing time, to be repaid at 
harvest with moderate interest. Before 
this could be done a sort of liquidation 
or composition of existing debts would 
be needed to start on a fresh basis. 
Next, I would say, the miserable yield 
of the land must be increased by better 
husbandry ; the ryots cultivate as they 
did 2,000 years ago; the soil is just 
scratched by the plough, no manure is 
put into it, and it is always overcropped 
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and in a state of exhaustion, except in 
the irrigated districts. The assessment 
only averages one and a half rupees an 
acre, and yet it presses more heavily on 
the peasantry than 20s. an acre rent would 
do here. The Government ought to do 
more by experimental farms for agricul- 
tural education all over India ; and above 
all it should encourage irrigation. Have 
the Government acted on the excellent 
Memorandum submitted to them last year 
by a Committee of this House assisted 
by trained Indian engineers? I know 
well that most of India is not suited for 
river irrigation, and most of the river 
basins are already irrigated; but nearly 
all India can be irrigated by wells or 
tanks, made by the peasants themselves. 
Do we give sufficient encouragement to 
the cultivators to construct these? Have 
they sufficient security that they will 
keep the fruits of their labours? If they 
fear that the money-lender will carry off 
all the fruits, or that the Government 
will arbitrarily raise the rate of assess- 
ment, they will refuse to spend years of 
labour in making these works. I com- 


mend to the Government the admirable 
Famine Report of 1877. 


It is full of 
wise recommendations that have not 
been acted upon. It ought to be 
reissued in a cheap form and sent to 
every Government official in India. 
Before parting with the subject of the 
peasantry, [ wish to draw attention to 
the miserable condition of the ryots in 
the Madras Presidency. This is shown 
by the enormous number of evictions for 
non-payment of Government assessment. 
The House will be astonished to learn 
that in the 10 years ending 1893 no 
fewer than 379,000 defaulters were sold 
up out of a total number of 5,374,000 
holdings ; that is, about 7 per cent. of 
the total. This is worse than occurred 
in Ireland in the darkest days of the 
Land League. According to an answer I 
received from the Indian Secretary, these 
evictions are still going on at the rate 
of nearly 20,000. a year. There could 
not be a more decisive condemnation of 
a system, and it urgently demands a 
remedy. The assessments in Madras are 
based upon a false principle, and are 
altogether too high. The attention of the 
authorities has been repeatedly called to 
it, but nothing has been done; and a 
Mr. S. Smith. 
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Indian Secretary to 
insist on a revaluation and _reassegs- 
ment by the Madras Presidency, s0 
that reasonable security may be afforded 
to these poor rack-rented peasants, 
The real difficulty of India is that 
the provincial governments are starved 
and cannot obtain sufficient means 
for local improvements. The money 
which should be used for such pur 
poses is devoted to army expenditure, 
which 20 years ago was 16 crores per 
annum, but has now gone up to 25 crores, 
This cnormous increase is far more than 
India can bear, and it arises in the main 
simply because of our jealousy of Russia. 
instead of having the money required 
for industrial improvements, it is drained 
away on these enormously increasing 
military charges. This is the result of 
Imperial and not of Indian policy, and 
the general feeling in India is that too 
much is expended in this direction. What 
is the present condition of things? It 
is that we have reached an acute stage. 
The problem we have to deal with is the 
fact that in at least 30 e: 40 years we 
shall stand face to face with Russia. 
The next point I wish to emphasise is 
the Im- 
The enor- 
charges of 


call on the 


the great need for economy in 
perial Government of India. 
mous and increasing military 
late years have drained away the money 
that ought to be spent on industrial 
development. All the provincial govern. 
ments are starved, and complain that 
they cannot get sufficient means for local 
improvements. The North-West Frontier 
has absorbed 70 crores in the last 20 or 
25 years. These 70 crores could have 
spread well-being over much of India. 
Let the House remember that a rupee 
in India counts for as much as one 
pound in this country. I mean people 
here have as many pounds of income as 
they have rupees in India. A rupee of 
taxation to an Indian peasant means as 
great a sacrifice as a pound does to an 
English labourer, yet the North-West 
Frontier wars absorbed 70 million tens 
of rupees—a sum which in the eyes of 
Indians looks as much as 700 millions 
sterling does to us. The military Budget 
of India is now 25 crores annually, and 
this is far more than India can bear. 
A great part of it is the price we pay 
from jealousy of Russia; this has added 
about 10 crores to the military expendi- 
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ture of India. Now the point I wish to 
pring before the House is how far is it 
fair that our friction with Russia, spring- 
ing out of rival policy in China, should 
lead to a heavy drain on the people of 
India! It is quite clear that the policy 
we have embarked on in China means 
ages of rivalry with Russia. Pekin will 
take the place of Constantinople. The 
Ambassadors of the two Powers will be 
constantly trying to checkmate each 
other, and we are certain to be on the 
verre of war from time to time. What 
is our vulnerable point? It is Afghani- 
stan and the Indian Frontier. Russia 
by attacking Afghanistan can force us 
to fulfil our pledges to protect the Ameer, 
und a most difficult and expensive cam- 


puign can be at any time forced on us. 


I wish to 





who is to pay the cost of 
this war if it should arise? It will be 
bevond the Indian Frontier. The follow- 
ing guarantee was given by the Govern- 
D& 


7 


ment of India Act of 18 

“Except for preventing or repelling actual 
invasion of Her Majesty’s Indian possessions, 
or under other sudden and urgent necessity, 
the revenues of India shall not, without the 
consent cf both Houses of Parliament, be 
applicable to defray the expenses of any mili- 
tary operation carried on beyond the external 


frontiers of such possessions.’ 
The Government of India say— 


“We consider nothing but the most extraor- 
dinary case of necessity would justify the 
application of the revenues of India to defray 
the cost of a military operation carried on 
beyond the frontiers of India without the con- 
sent of both Houses of Parliament. The ex- 
penditure charged by England should be 


limited by statesmanlike and broad 
appreciation of the conditions of the two coun- 
tries.” 


I think it is somewhat doubtful whether 
the recent Frontier war was not beyond 
the Indian boundary; and it is doubtful 
whether it was right to charge it to India 
without the consent of Parliament. In 
any caso an Anglo-Russian war in Af 
ghanistan, if it cver happens, is really 
an Imperial not an Indian war, and the 
borne by this country. 
I await with interest the Report of tho 
Commission on Indian expenditure. It 
is absolutely necessary that we adjust 
on fair principles the relative expendi 
ture of the two countiries. I would like 
to sco the principle laid down, that any 
expenditure beyond 20 crores annually 
should be borne by this country, or at 


cost should be 
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least one half of it should be so borne. 
Such a provision would wonderfully make 
for peace. It is very dangerous to be 
able to engage in wars with limited 
liability. Many honourable Members are 
placed in a position of great difficulty, 
because it has been announced that the 
Indian financial statement will not be 
made this evening, and in consequence 
honourable Members are not allowed to 
put down the usual Motions preparatory 
to the Speaker leaving the Chair. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I propose at a later date to 
make the usual Motion upon which the 
general questions connected with India 
can be raised, and the 
Member will then have power to bring 
forward any question he chooses. I have, 
however, stated on a previous occasion 
that I would have to give some indication 
of the financial position of India to-day, 
and that I should therefore make my 
financial statement on the present 
Motion. In respect, therefore, of the 
finances of India, the honourable Mem- 
ber will be twice as well off as he would 
otherwise have been. 


*Mr. S. SMITH: Honourable Members 
were under the impression, at any rate, 
that ncthing was to be taken this after- 
noon except the Loan Bill. Allow me to 
remark, in conclusion, that the Govern 
ment have embarked in a most difficult 
and dangerous operation in changing tha 
money standard of India from silver to 
gold. I believe it cannot be dono with- 
out involving great suffering to large 
classes in India. It ought not to be done 
until all classes of the Indian population 
should thave been fully heard. By clos- 
ing the mints to silver we have forced 
up the value of the rupee 50 or 60 per 
cent. above the price of silver; that is, 
we extract from the taxpayers rupees 
worth a great deal more than they would 
have had to pay had we not interfered 
with the natural laws which were depre- 
ciating the Indian currency and giving 
relief to all the producing industries and 
the debtor class in India. We are pre 
venting that happening in India which 
happened in England when the gold dis 
coveries of California and Australia depro- 
ciated the sovereign, raised gold pricea, 
and lightened the burden of debt. We 
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had 20 or 30 years of great prosperity in| Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
this country from that cause. India} War appeals to the Houso to pass the 
would have had a time of great pros-| grant without further Debate. Under the 
perity from the similar cheapening of/}altered arrangement of this year, my 
silver if we had not artificially stopped| honourable Friend opposite, the Mem. 
it. I know the answer is that the loss|ber for Flintshire, has had an oppor- 
on exchange, which was over 15 crores, tunity, which he has freely enjoyed, of 
has fallen to 10$ crores; and but for|rancine over the whole of the Indian 
this change it might have been 20 crores. | Finance Budget, and has made a very 
On the other hand, the lower rupee comprehensive and startling suggestion 
vould have greatly stimulated agricul-| a5 to the course which ought to be under 
ture and trade, and much additional|taken by the Government. I do not 
revenue would have accrued to the Go| think the proposals which the honour. 
vernment. If the account was simply] shle Member has offered to us could 
between the Government and the Indian possibly be undertaken by any Govern 
saxpayee, much can be said for the| ment. The honourable Member wants 
Government policy, but the crux of tihe| 41] debts liquidated in India, the rate of 
situation is that we alter the standard] interest fixed by law, and a complete 
to the disadvantage of the debtor against ’ 

the creditor. No ene can tell whati are 
the debts of the Indian peasantry. Sup- 
pose they are 100 crores, we have given| of the account. With reeard to the verr 
the money lender a legal right to a 16d.| interesting speech by the noble Lord, in 
rupee, instead of a rupee which would) introducing this Resolution, I should like 
now have been at a price between 10d. |to say a word or two upon tne general 
and 12d. The extreme hardship comes | questions raised in tho noble Lord’s 
in there. Is it right, by tampering with | speech. I entirely agree with him 
the ns: we ae the process of | in the praise he “has bestowed upon 
emancipation of the peasantry that W83/the Indian Government for the way 
in which it has dealt with the 


going on? If it be unavoidable to adopt | 
the gold standard and raise the rupee,|,_- : 
: “ e the rupee,/ famine. I think that the great body 
lof Indian civilians and military men 


then let there be some compensative 
advantage given to the debtor class, such . 

‘ y ; sec employed in that work showed excellent 
judgment, intelligence, and humanity, 


as a composition of their debts, and a 
reduction of the rate of interest; so that | a . 

. 1 and that they attained a degree of 
the Indian peasantry may take a fresh a tx adie slit thie fem Oe 
start I will add, in conclusion. that success in dealing with the famine tha 

. ps - 7 «jis quite unexampled; but I cannot say 
India needs a long period of peace, th ¢] Ris Seed tae 
. “* noyes w t > not » Lo e 
economy, and industrial development. tov Stn tac Shipman ae ee : 
Ni i - } . somewhat indiscriminate praise which he 
No nation ever had a heavier and more}; : 
responsible task laid upon it than we | Destowed upon those who were engaged 
Sp s e WS ul n nt Bs a“ 3 ° . Pi 
1 | > Fron r operations. reier, not 
have towards that vast and helpless - the — iter operation I ( 
population. We have scarcely skimmed |‘? Sir Bindon Blood’s campaign, but to 
ulf ° ave scarcely § med ~1* on be 
he s1 eee : ae ithat conducted by Sir William Lockhart. 
the surface as yet, and there is work | <- 1 ee } 
3 | When the noble Lord says that the cam- 
|paign of Sir W. Lockhart was one of 


awaiting us which will tax our powers 
for centuries to come. Rope , . 
which we ought to speak with great satis 

*Mr. MACLEAN: The usual practice | faction as a credit to the country, I am 

in dealing with this Bill is to| 20 able to follow him. 1 noticed that 
the other day an attack was made on 
of the Session. Then some honourable | * Russian iat in ¢ entral Asia; and 
: é ; ‘date |what was the first act of the Mussian 
Member gives notics of an Instruction | Government in consequence of that dis 
which limits the Debate to one very | aster? It has dismissed the military 





revolution made in the whole economic 
condition of the country. It is sufficient 
for us to-day to discuss the present state 





have the discussion in the last few davs/| 


narrow issue. The greater part of the | governor who was not prepared for the 
one : mo et SOR ee _ | P j 
time allowed for discussing the financial | surprise that took place and allowed it 
! 
1 
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1ad the 


statement is given up to this particular | to be carried out. We have 


matter, and then the right honourable| statement of Lord Roberts that it was 
Mr. S. Smith. | 
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the abandonment of the Khyber last 
year which led to the terrible waste of 
life and property and credit which we 
suffered. It is certain that the Afridi 
campaign would not have been necessary 
if the Khyber had been retained. Has 
anyone been punished for that incompre 
hensible blunder? Have we yet cashiered 
a commissioner or shot a general? Po» 
sibly, if we had done so, our affairs would 
have been better managed in India. 1 
turn now to the financial statement of 
the noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for India. It seems to me that through 
out his statement the noble Lord left out 
of sight altogether, or only referred to 
incidentally, what is the main feature of 
Indian finance. The Secretary of State 
for India gave the House a review of what 
had been done during the last 20 years, 
and spoke in sanguine terms of what 
Indian financiers are going to do here- 
after; but the noble Lord did not tell 
the House that, whether there is this 
so-called surplus, or whether there is a 
deficit, the debt of India has been 
constantly increasing year after year for 
a long period of years. I believe that 
the permanent debt of India has been 
increased by £25,009,000 in the last five 
years; but the question of debt is 
entirely left out of sight in the figures 
presented to this House by the Indian 
Government, and that is why, I think, 
those figures are so completely mislead- 
ing. Take the case of last year, when 
there was an avowed deficit of 5,800,000 
tens of rupees. That is said to be a 
deficit for the year, but the noble Lord 
acknowledges that the permanent debt 
has been £6,000,000 ; 
therefore, the total deficit must amount 
to about 12,000,000 tens of rupees. 








increased by 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: That is mixing up capital ac- 
count with the ordinary account. 


*Mr. MACLEAN : 
correspondence in the newspapers lately 
The eom 
parison was a very interesting one, but 


I have seen some 
comparing India with Egypt. 


the disadvantage is all on the side of 
The noble Lord one year spoke 


in terms of disparagement of the House 


India. 


of Commons’ finance as compared with 
the finance of the Government of India, 
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and said the latter was much better than 
our own; but the noble Lord forgot to 
take into account the fact that the House 
of Commons has reduced debt by literally 
hundreds of millions sterling in this 
country ; neither did he take into account 
the large amounts of money transferred 
to local treasuries for the education of the 
people and the general bettering of their 
condition. If you make a real compari- 
son between Egypt and India, you will 
find that our finance has _ benefited 
Egypt, while in India the state 
of the country, so far as finance 
is concerned, is constantly retrogressive. 
Let me point out what is the differ- 
ence between India and Egypt. At the 
present moment Egypt is governed on 
an extremely prudent and economic 
system. Rules are laid down that debt 
cannot be increased, and that expenses in 
every department must be kept down. 
The Government has no power to raise 
fresh money, and if it goes to war, as 
it has lately, to recover lost provinces, it 
is not allowed to spend any money, unless 
it can obtain it by borrowing from Eng- 
land. We have had a statement from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that, in 
order to carry out the war in the Soudan 
and go to Khartoum, it would be neces- 
sary to come to this House and ask for 
a large grant. The contrary is the case 
in India. I may point out, by the way, 
that Egypt benefits enormously from the 
immense swarm of tourists who go there 
every year, and every one of whom takes 
money in his pocket. These tourists 
spread a fertilising stream of sovereigns 
all over the country. Therefore, I am 
not surprised that Egypt grows steadily 
richer and richer, being so prudently and 
economically governed, and is able to 
retain monsgy in the country, whereas 
India cannot do so. The state of India 
is extremely antagonistic to all that 
exists in Egypt. Indeed, I should not 
be exaggerating if I wero to say that 
the financial condition cf India at the 
present moment rather resembles what 
the condition of Egypt was under Ismail 
than what it is under the English officials 
who at present govern that country. 
There is no check upon expenditure what- 
ever in India. That is the real weakness 
of the system. But the noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for India always, when 
he is in trouble about a matter of this 
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kind, puts forward the Government of 
India as a perfectly independent Govern- 
ment, and praises it for its sagacity and 
prudence, and all the rest of the virtues, 
which, no doubt, they do possess. But 
we know, as a matter of fact, that the 
Government of India has no independent 
existence whatever. It is a mere instru- 
ment in the hands of the Secretary of 
State, the Council, and the House of 
Commons. Indeed, Lord Elgin is said 
to have been so anxious to be guided by 
the opinion of the Secretary of State 
upon every matter which he undertook 
that he was positively afraid to sit down 
to dinner in the evening without knowing 
if the Secretary of State wanted him on 
any business. It is true, as I have 
shown, that the Indian Government has 
no independent existence; but, at the 
game time, it can declare war and cause 
an expenditure of many millions of 
money without coming to this House at 
all. That has been done lately, and I 
agreo with the honourable Member who 
spoke last that the important 
reform that can possibly be introduced 
into India is to limit the very great 
military expenditure that has gone on 
there. This has reached a most alarm- 
ing extent, and it will ruin the country 
unless some stoppage is put to it. I 
also consider that something must be 
done to reduce the remittances made 
annually to this country. I am sorry 
that the Royal Commission appointed to 
report on this subject two years ago has 
not yet presented a Report. It is a 
subject of extreme interest, and we ought 
to know what, in the opinion of the Com- 
mission, are the proportions which this 
country and India ought to pay towards 


most 


Imperial expenditure. But what is 
certain is that, whatever system of 
currency we may have, India cannot 


afford to go on paying £16,000,000 a 
year to England for these home charges. 
They ought to be reduced—they must be 
reduced—in some way or other. They 
have been reduced during the last few 
years. We have been simply borrowing 
the money to pay them instead of paying 
them out of annual expenditure. Well, 
I should say that a bold step might be 
taken in that direction if the Govern- 
ment were to find out how those home 
charges can be permanently reduced, If 
it is necessary to borrow temporarily in 


Mr. Maclean. 
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order to pay them off, would it not be 
better to borrow all at once some large 
suis, and reduce the annual payments of 
India to England for a series of years! That 
would give time for the reproductive 
works to tell upon the trade and the in. 
dustry cf the country ; the revenue would 
develop at a remarkable rate, and would 
enable India, after a time, to bear her 
burdens which are now too heavy for her 
to bear. The very great burdens whioh 
are placed upon India are evident when 
we consider the position as shown by the 
firures on the last page of the noble 
Lord’s preliminary statement. There 
you will find that the annual exports of 
India are something like 100 millions 
sterling, and the imports of merchandisa 
and treasure are so large that the annual 
surplus of exports over imports is only 
about 20 millions sterling a year on the 
average of the last three years. Well, 
look what India has to pay before she 
receives any imports back again in 
return for her exports. She has to pay 
between 25 and 30 million tens of rupees 
every year for the home charges alone. 
But that is not all. Nearly all the great 
industries cf India are in the hands of 
Englishmen. In all the Janks and the 


great mercantile houses, in a_ great 
proportion of the tea plantations 
throughout the country, and in the 
mills and factories, a great part of 


the capital, from one end to the other, is 
in the hands of Enelishmen, who actually 
remit the profits on their capital to this 
country. Further, there is a large army 
of European officers who want to save 
money and send it home to England; so 
that it is no exaggeration to say that the 
amount which India has to remit to this 
country every year before receiving a 
penny back again cannot be less than 
between 40 and 50 million tens of rupees 
during the year. In fact, India has to 
send out half of her total export trade 
without hope of getting anything in 
roturn whatever. Therefore we can see 
that India must be falling into debt more 
and more every year to this country, and 
is becoming a debtor and a poorer 
country, and that any scheme of currency 
change based upon the idea that India 
is a rich country and can retain gold 
there is not likely to be satisfactorily 
carried out. Now, I that the 


would depart from its 
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nsual custom of fixing its attention 
solely upon the exchange question, as it 
attects the Government itself. It is the 
condition of the country which they 
yught to bear in mind, and the trade out 
there will never prosper so long as you 
have a restricted and artificial system of 
currency going on there. Look at what, 
has happened lately. Last year there 
was hardly a hundredweight of wheat 
exported from India, whereas during the 
last two or three months, owing to the 
rising prices in this country, we have had 
two or three million hundredweights of 
wheat exported. There would have been 
a very large profit indeed from these 
exports for the grower of wheat, but 
owing to the high rate of interest and the 
extreme charges made by the bankers 
and merchants who finance all the opera- 
tions of the export trade, it is certain 
that a very small portion of this profit 
will reach the grower ; it will be all inter- 
cepted by the middlemen and the bankers. 
That is an example of the mischief that 
is done by restricting the currency and 
raising the rate of interest there. I do 
not know that there is any other matter 
which I need venture to dwell upon in 
reference to this subject of the financial 
I am quite sure that the noble 
Lord has only one desire, and that is to 
benefit India. I do not want to accuse 
him of having any particular motive, or 
any wish to further one scheme instead 
of another. He pointed to me when he 
said that the Government were not 
animated by any motive to bolster up 
the exchange when they raise money 
country. Well, I do not 
accuse them of being animated with any 
motives, but I say, as the noble Lord 
himself confessed, that the natural effect 
of raising loans in this country is to keep 
up an artificial rate of exchange which 
could not otherwise be maintained. Now, 
it would be far better to give up all those 
useless experiments, and trust to the 
operation of tha natural laws which 
govern the course of trade. I believe in 
the long run it will be productive of 
the greatest benefit to India, and the 
Government itself will benefit by the 
improved condition of the people. 


accounts, 


} 
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in this 


¥Q 
Si 


— HE. FOWLER (Wolverhampton, 
E.): Mr. Lowther, I will trouble the 
Committee with very few observations 
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to-night, but I cannot forbear, in the first 
instance, from ‘expressing my admiration 
of the lucid manner in which the Secre- 
tary of State has made his Statement 
this evening. I also recognise the noble 
Lord’s appreciation of the manner in 
which Lord Elgin has discharged the 
duties of his very troublesome Vice- 
royalty. As the House knows, I had 
reason on one or two points to differ from 
Lord Elgin on grave matters of adminis- 
tration, but that does not in any way dis- 
entitle me to express my very strong con- 
currence in the high language which the 
noble Lord applied to him. During the 
time that I had the honour to be in 
official communication with Lord Elgin, I 
formed precisely the same opinion of his 
‘equal mind” in difficult circumstances 
as that to which the noble Lord has 
alluded, and among the great names 
which are enrolled on the list of past 
Viceroys of India, there are few which 
will stand higher than that of Lord Elgin. 
This Debate has already evinced a ten- 
dency towards the questions now under 
consideration with respect to the currency 
of India. Upon that point, however, my 
mouth is absolutely sealed. I can take 
no part in, or indicate any opinion upon, 
the wisdom or the folly of those proposals, 
for the noble Lord has been good enough 
to entrust to me the chairmanship of that 
important Committee, and every member 
of that Committee has approached the 
subject with the keenest desire of impar- 
tiality and fairness. The best interests of 
India will, I believe, be paramount in the 
deliberations of that Committee. We 
have already taken important evi- 
dence, and are devoting a great deal of 
time and attention to its consideration ; 
and if we fail to reach the solution of 
one of the gravest and most perplexing 
problems submitted to any bedy of gen- 
tlemen to consider in connection with 
Indian government, the failure will not be 
due to want of endeavour on our part, but 
only to our incapacity to deal with the 
problem set before us. Now, Sir, I will 
Say a word or two upon the financial 
statement which the noble Lord has made 
outside the currency question altogether. 
I cannot follow the honourable Member 
who has just sat down as to the borrow- 
ings which have taken place during the 
last two or three years, with reference to 
the current expenditure of India. I do 
not agree with him that an addition to 
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the money borrowed for reproductive ex- 
penditure is a debt in the sense of being 
a loss. There are assets representing 
that liability, and it is not like a debt 
where capital and interest have to be paid 
out of taxation. Last night an honour- 
able Friend of mine drew for us a 
lugubrious picture of the position of our 
lecal finances, on account of the enor- 
mous increase in the local debt ; but, to 
paint his picture accurately, he should 
have divided the amount of our local debt 
between productive and non-productive 
expenditure. If a corporation invests a 
large sum of money in waterworks, or 
electric light, or gasworks, or any works 
of a public character producing profit, 
that, I submit, would be a wise and judi- 
cious expenditure, and the same thing 
must be remembered with reference to 
India, though, of course, under somewhat 
different circumstances. Originally, if the 
Indian Government had not borrowed in 
England capital for the construction of 
railways those railways would never have 


been made. There was no capital in 
India which could have provided rail- 
ways, and, I take it, the same would 
apply also to canals and to irrigation 
works. If my honourable Friend the 
Member for Cardiff will analyse the 
25 millions to which he has alluded as 


having been borrowed from India during 
the last three or four years, he will find 
that certainly more than half of that 
sum has been borrowed for railway or 
canal purposes. I quite agree that there 
has been a considerable increase made in 
the last three years in the permanent 
debt of India outside the reproductive 
expenditure. For the years 1897-98 there 
was borrowed in London £8,379,000 
sterling, and the noble Lord himself told 
us that he contemplates borrowing during 
the present year £2,616,000 for the extra 
expenses thrown upon the finances of 
India owing to the recent events of a 
disastrous character. Therefore, if these 
figures are correct, there has practically 
been an addition of something like 
11 millions to the permanent debt of 
India during the last three years, mainly, 
of course, on account of famine; and 
then, again, for military operations on 
the North-West Frontier, and also for the 
expenses incurred in London. But I can- 
not agree with my honourable Friend who 
has just spoken as to the financial con- 
dition of India. The returns show that 
Sir H. Fowler. 
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for a great many years there has been g 
large excess of income over expenditure, 
and during the last 20 years the income 
has completely overbalanced expenditure, 


one surplus being not less than 
three and a half millions. I cannot 


think that the gloomy picture which 


my honourable Friend has drawn of 
the financial position of India js 
justified. I deplore the amount of the 


home charges—I should like to use a 
stronger term—and I deplore the action 
of the Commission which I had the 
honour to advise the Queen to appoint 
with reference to them. I have been 
out of office for but that 
Commission has been sitting and sitting, 
but it has not reported. The noble Lord 
has promised us again and again the 
Report of that Commission, but I heard 
only a few days ago that the draft of 
that Report had not yet been circulated 
among the members of the Commission. 
I must say, with all respect to my friends 
who constitute that Commission, that 
there is some debt due from them to 
the public, to the Government, and to 
the House of Commons. , They ought to 
complete the inquiry and tell us as early 


some years, 


as possible what the home charges 
amount to. As my honourable Friend 
opposite said just now, these home 


charges amount to something like 15 or 
16 millions of money remitted to Eng- 
land in payment of the expenses of the 
Government of India in England. Bu 
when one analyses the payments, he 
finds that the payments in respect of 
the management, and the annuities of 
railways alone, such as the East Indian 
and other railways the property of the 
Government of India, will ‘represent 
next year £8,815,000 of the £16,000,000. 
It is no drain upon India to pay the 
interest of debts for reproductive works, 
as it is paid out of the revenues of the 
railway receipts, not out of taxation. 
To say that it is a drain upon India is 
equivalent to saying that it is a drain 
upon the travellers of this country to 
pay the rates and fares which defray 
the interest on the debt, and the 
dividends on the shares of the London 
and North Western Railway Company, 
or of the Great Western Railway Com- 
pany. This money remitted for rail 
way purposes from India to England is 
not paid out of the taxation of India, but 
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out of railway fares which are very low, 
and the traffic on which is increasing by 
leaps and bounds every year. Then 
there are the Army effective charges. 
That is a point on which, of course, I 
know a very strong feeling exists that 
they are too high. But that was 
one of the points referred to the 
Commission. The Army effective home 
charges are over a million sterling— 
£1,027,000. That does not mean the 
entire cost of the Indian army. I am 
only dealing with the money remitted to 
England. ‘Then, again, there are stores 
of all kinds which take another million 
sterling, and there are the non-effective 
charges and the charges for the Indian 
Civil Service. I am really very much 
within the mark when I say that the 
£16,000,000 remitted to England should 
be reduced by practically more than one 
half, in order to arrive at the true sum. 
Now, Sir, one word about the famine. 
One thing the noble Lord omitted to 
mention was the special report of the 
able Lieutenant Governor of the North- 
West Provinces, Sir Anthony MacDonnell, 
who was more responsible for the adminis- 
tration of the famine fund than any 
other official. I think the mode in which 
the Indian Government dealt with the 
famine is one of the best illustrations of 
administrative ability that either the his- 
tory of India or of this country records. 
Taking the figures of the noble Lord as 
to the millions of people relieved, the 
admirable manner in which that work 
was carried out, and the due regard 
shown to the susceptibilities of the im- 
portant class just above the poverty line, 
people who have to be relieved in a more 
delicate way than by relief works—the 
whole of the history in which that was 
carried through, and the manner in which 
food was distributed, and relief works 
conducted, reflects the greatest’ credit on 
the Indian Government and every officer 
of it, but more especially on Sir Anthony 
MacDonnell. There is one feature about 
the famine administration which the 
House should not forget. There was a 
great deal of oriticism in times gone by 
about the dimensions and appropriations 
of the Famine Insurance Fund, but the 
greatest work that fund effected was the 
construction of the protective railways— 
protective not only against war, but 
against famine. The consequence has 


° 


been that there has been no part <f 
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India, so far as I can learn, where there 
has been a deficiency of tood. The food 
was where it was wanted. In the last 
famine there was plenty of food, bu 
there was no means of ccnveying it to 
the spots where it was needed, and no 
expenditure of mouey at that time could 
have provided the means. But under 
the wise administration of the Famine 
Commission, to which my henourable 
Friend alluded, the system of pro- 
tective railways has been c: 
af enormous expense have 
been spent on them—and the re- 
sult shows that they were 
devised and administered, and whatever 
else the Government had to grapple with 
in the case of this famine they had not 
to grapple with want of food. I took 
great interest in watching that, and I 
observed that prices in the famine dis- 
tricts followed the general market prices 
owing to the admirable means of transit 
for conveying food where it was wanted. 
One word upon the war on the North- 
West Frontier. I am not going to re- 
open the question of the policy of that 
war. The House has pronounced its judg- 
ment upon it, and we must bow to ita 
decision, though still retaining our own 
opinions. But I congratulate the Govern- 
ment that the war is terminated. As the 
noble Lord rightly said, gentlemen on this 
side of the House concur in the policy of 
the dispatch of December last, and we 
believe it is the true policy to be carried 
out. I think, however, that the wemarks 
of my honourable Friend who has 
just sat down deserve the attention of 
the noble Lord. I do think, now that the 
war is over, and that the country has 
recognised—as it is always ready to 
recognise—the bravery, the courage, the 
endurance, and the self-denial of our 
soldiers; now that the honours and re- 
wards have been distributed, and that, 
there is no question as to the gallantry 
of our soldiers, it is due to the Army and 
to the Civil Service of India that there 
should be an investigation by the noble 
Lord, or someone on his behalf, into the 
circumstances under which the war 
was commenced. I do not venture 
myself to express an opinion one way or 
the other. The noble Lord knows that 
statements have been made with refer- 
ence to some branches of that question— 
for instance, the Khyber Pass. There 
is a difference of opinion in military 
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and civil circles, and I think the 
noble Lord would be doing the best 
thing in the interests of India if 
he has a rigid inquiry into the 
circumstances which caused that 


specific outbreak on that part of the 
North-West Frontier, and also an inquiry 
which would at once and for ever set at 
rest so many of those anonymous stories 


which are floating about, and which 
should bo properly and_ officially 


answered, as to many of the details of 


that campaign. I am saying this in no 
spirit either of criticism or attack on 
any individual, but many Members of 
this House are aware that severe criti- 
cism has been passed as to folly com- 
initted at the commencement of that 
‘ampaign—and statements have also 


been made in the Press and elsewhere 
regarding it. All I some investi- 
gation—I mean by the noble Lord him- 
self. He is Secretary of State for India 
has the confidence of the House of 


ask is 





Commons, and the House of Commons 
vill have confidence in any decision he 
aves at after having investigated the 
hole question. I do not wish to trouble 
cain further in this matter, but I 
congratulate the noble Lord, notwith- 
standing the gloomy speech of my 


nd the Member for Flint, 
pointe ee out a number of 
Nobody will accuse 
circuln- 


urable Fri 
miis- 


him 


rho has 


takes in India. 








being an optimist under any 
inees. He does not take an optimistic 
view, but perhaps he acts as a judicious 
‘tive to those taking 2 too sanguine 
view I think the financial position of 
India is satisfactory at the present time. 
I think it is satisfactory that, with so 
ll a lition io its debt compared 
W the exnenditure which has been in- 
( d. the Government of India has 
been able to deal with such three 
ities as war, famine, 


predecessors of the 
nob} ( pted a which 
has enabled him by the reduc tion of many 
ange to grapple with and 
addi tion: al expe mditure without 
of any additional taxation. 
may differ upon, it is 
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perfectly clear that if the rupee had 
remained at the exchange figure at which 
it stood when I left office there must 
have been a very heavy increase either 


meet the added 
At 


of debt or of taxation to 
expenditure of the last three years. 
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the same time, I do not underrate the 
financial difficulties of India so far ag its 
currency and the question of exchange 
are concerned. I think it would be 
better that the matter should now be left 
for full and independent inquiry, and I 
can assure the House that the Committee 
over which I have the honour to preside 
are most desirous to avail themselves of 
the evidence and experience of all gentle- 
men competent to give an opinion, totally 
irrespective of their particular views on 
Indian taxation, or as to whether they 
hold mono-metallic or bi-metallic views. 


Mr. VICARY 
Albans) : 
of 
Secretary 


GIBBS 
rard 


(Herts, St. 
to the state- 
right honourable Friend 
of India, that 
he considered the majority of the Com- 
should be commercial 


Having reg 
ment 


the 


my 

) 
State for 
mission men, I 
that he has failed 
to satisfy London, Manchester, 


think it is unfortunate 
or Glas 
Of course, I am nov for a moment 
assuming that there is a breach of faith, 
but he has failed to satisfy the City of 
London as a whole in the composition 
of that Committee. However, I do not 
wish to take advantage of that, and I 
will refer to another matter that was 
mentioned by my right honourable 
Friend. He spoke with great satisfaction 

the way the Indian Government had 
got over the difficulty they were in owing 
to the fall in the rate of exchange. ‘The 
whole tone of his that India 
was same speech 


gx yw. 


speech was 
but in that 
he mentioned the vigantic loss which the 
Indian Government would have incurred 
if she had not taken these steps to raise 
the rate of exchange ; that is to say, that 
this successfully-managed country would 
have been face to face with bankruptcy 
if she had not created an artificial system 
of coinage, destroyed the automatic cur- 
rency which exist ed in the country, and 
had not made the coinage restricted i 
amount and inflated in value. Let me 
show there is another side to the picture. 
By a calculation of of the Indian 
Government’s own servants, Mr. Harrison, 
in evidence before the Herschell 
Commission, showed that the accumu- 
lated hoards of silver amounted to three 
thousand millions of rupees. But take 
the Secretary for India’s figures, the 
action of India’s own Government has 
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reduced that amount to 1,800 
millions of rupees, or a loss of 1,200 
millions of rupees, which, at ls. 4d. ex- 
change, represented in English money 
80 millions sterling. That is no small 
cost for the people of India to pay for 
this policy. I do think that the House 
should remember what the Indian people 
have to pay to enable the Government to 
meet their liabilities. I must also sup 
port the statement of the honourable 
Member for Cardiff as to the increase in 
the gold indebtedness of India. But 
while the Indian Government is com- 
plaining of the increase of their gold 
debt, under this policy they have in- 
creased it at a more rapid ratio than ever 
it has been increased before. My right 
honourable Friend has said that India 
has presented such an excellent field for 
capital—but how. is it that English capi- 
tal does not get in? The rate of interest 
in England is extremely low, but in 
India it is extremely high. The English 
merchants are not fools. They do not 
employ their capital in India because of 
the way in which the Indian Govern- 
ment tamper with the currency. That, 
Sir, is the reason that capital goes out 
of India instead of coming in. 


*Sirn W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
I understand from the explanation given 
by the noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for India that the financial statement he 
has made to-night is only for the purpose 
of showing the grounds upon which aster- 
ling loan is now asked for, and that this is 
not a substitute for the statement he will 
make in moving the adoption of the 
formal Resolution on the East India 
Accounts. On that occasion, I under- 
stand we shall, as usual, have the oppor- 
tunity of discussing general questions 
on the Motion that the Speaker do leave 
the Chair. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE rcr 

INDIA having signified his assent, 

*Sir W. WEDDERBURN continued: 
I beg to express my thanks for 
this arrangement, and on that under- 
standing I shall not on this occasion 
enter upon the general question of In- 
dian finance, but will confine my remarks 
to the matters directly affecting the pro- 
posed loan. Only before doing so I wish 
to join my voice to those who expressed 
admiration of the work done by the 
Government officers in India in fighting 
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the famine. Nothing better could have 
been done in mitigating the disaster, but 
what I wish to impress on the noble Lord 
is the necessity for taking measures for 
prevention by improving the condition of 
the rayat. Those measures can only be 
framed after careful and minute village 
to village inquiry, such as I have already 
often advocated. Coming to the Resolu- 
tion now before the Committee, I desire 
to say something about the proposed rail- 
way extension from the point of view of 
the Indian taxpayer. The Indian tax- 
payer has a very substantial interest in 
this question, seeing that his guarantee 
is to be given to an expenditure of 
Rx.30,000,000. 
is aware, independent Indian opinion 
does not always coincide with official 
opinion. In the present case I am able 
to state with some confidence the Indian 
view on this question, because represer- 
tative Indian witnesses have been ex- 
amined before the Royal Commission, of 
which I have the honour to be a member, 
and they unanimously are of opinion 
that, though great benefits have accrued 
from the building of railways, a pause 
should now take place on account of the 
critical condition of Indian finance. The 
trunk lines have been completed; also 
the 20,000 miles of protective railways 
recommended by the Famine Coimmis- 
sion, and the supplemental railways may 
be left to private enterprise or built out 
of surplus revenue. The further con- 
struction of railways from borrowed 
capital is a luxury which the Indian tax- 
payer cannot afford so long as he is taxed 
so crushingly on the necessaries of life, 
paying 20 pence duty for each penny- 
worth of salt. This is, I believe, the view 
held by Sir Auckland Colvin, one of ‘he 
ablest Finance Minsters we have ever 
had. Then another reason for Govern- 
ment not undertaking further specula- 
tive enterprise in railways is that the 
railways already constructed have realised 
not a profit but a loss. I refer to an in- 
teresting Government Report on the ad- 
ministration of railways for 1896-97, 
which at page 16 gives a table showing 
the profit or loss upon all Government 
railways constructed since 1858-59. There 
are three classes of State railways: Ist, 
guaranteed railways. These have cost over 
£46,000,000, and have resulted in a loss 
of Rx.33,000,000 ; 2nd, State lines worked 
by the State have cost Rx.90,000,000, 
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and caused a loss of Rx.23,000,000 ; 3rd, 


State railways leased by the State have 
cost Rx.70,000,000, and caused a loss of 
Rx.7,000,0600. To these sums add 
x.6,000,000 of other charges, giving a 
gross total loss of Rx.70,000,000. From 
this must be deducted Rx.14,000,000 gain 
upon the East Indian Railway, leaving a 
net loss upon the 38 years of 
Rx.55,500,000. Now it may be asked, ‘t 
the railways resulted in a loss, and if the 
people of India did not ask for them, why 
are they pressed on! I fear that the 
pressure comes a great deal from capi- 
talists in England who desire a good ana 
safe investment and to supply the plant 
for railways. For myself, I think irriga- 
tion is now the best preservative against 
famine, and the cost of irrigation works 
for the most part goes to the people in 
wages and remains in India. Now I wish 
to say a few words on a very important 
point referred to by the honourable 
Member for Cardiff and the right hon- 
ourable Member for Wolverhampton, 
namely, distinction between productive 
and non-productive public works. I be 
lieve I am right in saying that the rule 
observed by the Government of India is 
that productive railways may be built 
with borrowed capital, whereas non-pro- 
ductive works must be built with sur- 
plus revenue. Now this distinction is 
most important, and operations under 
this rule require to be very strictly scruti- 
nised, for at any time by transferring a 
large sum from revenue to capital ac- 
count, or vi deficit in the 
Budget can either be extinguished or 
created. And owing to the complex 
nature of these public works accounts it 
is very difficult to exercise this necessary 
scrutiny. For confusion is very apt to 
arise in the accounts kept both in pounds 
sterling and tens of rupees, and divided 
between productive and non-productive. 
I would illustrate this by referring to the 
Finance and Revenue Accounts of 1895- 
96, which show all the borrowings since 
1866, when this system began. The debt 
created in those 30 years was in round 
numbers Rx.40,000,000 and £87,000,000, 
and the amounts spent in produc- 
tive works was Rx.96,750,000 and 
£33,500,000, showing a silver excess of 
Rx.56,750,000 spent, with a gold balance 
of £53,500,000 not spent on productive 
works. Now it is here that the India 
Office makes a misleading operation by 


Sir W. Wedderburn. 
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mixing up the gold and silver, and setting 
off the £53,500,000 against the 


Rx.56,750,000, as though they were of 
the same denomination, thereby making 
it appear that they had spent on pro- 
ductive works Rx.3,000,000 more than 
they had borrowed. In reality the 
£53,500,000 were equivalent to 
Rx.73,500,000, so that the real difference 
was Rx.16,750,000, and adding to this 
Rx7,000,000 of unfunded debt shows 
really a sum of Rx.23,750,000 added to 
the non-productive debt. I should be 
glad if the noble Lord would explain 
what has become of these Rx.23,750,0002 
In any case, it shows how big errors 
may creep in if accounts are compli- 
cated and confused. To prevent such 
confusion I would suggest that all such 
sterling loans should be borrowed for a 
specific stated purpose, and earmarked ; 
and if the expenditure be in rupees the 
sterling should be convertid into rupees 
at the rate current when the loan is 
raised. As regards the management of 
railway finance, I consider it a great mis- 
fortune that when the G.I.P. Railway 
might have been acquired by Govern- 
ment the right was waived, and the In- 
dian witnesses were in favour of Govern- 
ment taking up the guaranteed railways 
at the first opportunity. In conclusion, 
I will only say a word as to the general 
policy of these gold loans. It is the exist- 
ence of these sterling loans and the heavy 
home charges which disorder the Indian 
exchange and currency. Instead of 
aggravating these evils by continually 
adding to these gold debts I would re 
commend the noble Lord to direct his 
energies to remove the cause of the mis 
chief. The main remedy lies in the Im- 
perial Exchequer bearing its fair share 
of Imperial expenses, especially military 
ones, now unfairly placed upon India. 
Also much may be done by giving to 
Indians their fair share in the public 
service of their own country, in accord- 
ance with the Queen’s Proclamation. 
This would help to check the drain of 
capital from India to England, and make 
our rule more intelligent and more sym- 
pathetic, and therefore safer. The In- 
dians of whom honourable Members have 
experience do their duty well. The 
Sikhs and Goorkhas fight on our side as 
well as the best of our troops; in the 
competitive examinations, though in 4& 
foreign language, Indian candidates 
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sometimes head the lists; Professor Bose 
has surprised all Europe by his dis 
coveries in science ; and my friend Prince 
Ranjitsinhji has taught us how to play 
our own national game. Give these mena 
fair chance in the service of their own 
country, and I am sure it will tend to 
the safety, honour, and welfare of the 
Empire. 


*Sr J. LUBBOCK (London Univer- 
sity): The Committee have listened 
with great interest to the able and 
lucid statement made by the noble 
Lord the Secretary of State for 
India, and I am sure that that satis 
faction will be shared by the commercial 
community in the City of London when 
itis known that the Committee appointed 
to inquire into the currency question is 
to go into the whole question—and to 
consider not only a gold but a silver 
standard. We thought at the time that 
the Committee would probably only 
inquire into the actual proposals of the 
Indian Government, and not into any 
possible alternative, and that the inquiry 
would not be at all satisfactory unless the 
silver standard were to be considered 1s 
well as the so-called gold standard, which 
might, I think, be more correctly 
described as an exchange standard. 
We now understand that the Com- 
mittee will inquire into the whole of 
the question. That is a very important 
statement, and one which I am sure wi!l 
be listened to with very great satisfac- 
tion by the commercial community 
generally. We all, without exception, have 
great confidence in the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for Wol- 
verhampton. My honourable Friend the 
Member for Cardiff has attached too much 
importance to the £16,000,000 annually 
remitted from India to this country for 
home purposes. This has been spoken 
of as if it were a sum which was paid by 
India for the benefit of England. As a 
matter of fact, £6,000,000 of it is for 
interest on capital invested in railways. 
But it must be remembered that India is 
not the only country which has the 
advantage of English capital for the con- 
struction of railways and other works. 
Argentina, the United States, and 
other countries have to pay large sums 
to this country annually for interest 
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on investments made by English 
capitalists,and I think it must be 
admitted on all hands that there 
is a mutual advantage. And al- 
though, perhaps, investors in this country 
receive a somewhat higher rate of inte 
rest—not, I am afraid, quite regularly 
paid—it would have been impossible for 
those countries to have developed their 
internal resources but for the influx of 
that capital. I will not follow my right 
honourable Friend the Member for Wol- 
verhampton into the very clear analysis 
he has made as to these charges, which 
I think carried conviction to all who 
heard him, and we ought surely to draw 
a wide distinction between reproductive 
and unrepreductive loans. My hon- 
ourable Friend the Member for Cardiff 
says that it does not matter for 
what purpose the money is_ bor- 
rowed. I think it matters a very 
great deal, because in the one case it 
is a debt and in the other it is an invest- 
ment. I have always been disposed to 
prefer the older system upon which these 
railways were constructed rather than 
the one which is now adopted. Under the 
present system they are made by the 
Government, and it gives an erroneous 
impression as to the indebtedness of 
India, because the investment adds 
to the total debt of India, and 
that creates an impression that the 
country is much more in debt than 
it really is; whereas if the old 
system had been followed the capital 
of these railways would have stood upon 
their own basis, and the debt of India 
would have stood at a much smaller 
amount. It may seem only a difference 
of name, but there is in reality a very 
great difference, because it brings home 
to the mind what is the amount charged 
for Frontier wars and other purposes, 
which may be, no doubt, very necessary, 
but which do not bring in any 
revenue, and the amount invested in 
revenue-bearing securities. There is a 
second advantage in what I suggest, 
because as long as you give the public 
the idea that the Government are re- 
sponsible ifor the railways, they will 
think that all remunerative railways 
will be made by the Government, and 
that it is no use for anyone else to think 
of investing money in Indian railways. 
In that way, I think that the effect of 










4 
‘ 

















923 East India 


the present system is really to discourage 
the construction of Indian railways. I) 
do not quite follow my honourable Friend | 
the Member for Cardiff in his argument 
with reference to the comparison between | 
Egypt and India. If I understand him| 
aright, he said that Egypt was more | 
economically managed than India, be-| 
cause the Government of Egypt was more | 
under control than the Government of 
India; but then he went on to complain 
that the Viceroy of India could not sit 
down to dinner without telegraphing to 
the Secretary of State to know whether 
he was wanted any more that day or not. 
I cannot help thinking that the more we 
leave the responsibility of the Govern- 
ment of India to those who are in the| 
country, and who know what really are 
the requirements of the country, the| 
better for all concerned, because, after! 
all, that is the form of government which 
is most likely to conduce to the happi- 
ness and prosperity of the people. 
Coming to the question as to what is the| 
best policy to be pursued with reference 
to Indian currency, I may say that I| 
quite appreciate the difficulty in which 
the Indian Government find themselves 
upon this question. My honourable | 
Friend the Member for Hertfordshire 
says that the natives of India find 
that their silver has been depreciated 
to the extent of £80,000,000 sterling. I 
really think that some protest should be 
made in this House against a statement | 
of that kind, because it is not true that 
the uncoined silver has been depreciated 
to anything like that extent, but rather| 
that the course which the Government | 
has taken has raised the value of the| 
silver which has been coined. Of course, 
the closing of the mints has resulted to 
some extent in the depreciation in the 
value of the uncoined silver, but it is 
a very small amount in comparison to| 
the increased value of the coined silver. 


In fact, the difference between the| 
value of the uncoined silver now,| 
and its value a few years ago, is| 


due almost entirely to the enhanced | 
value of the rupee. That has gone up,| 
whilst the value of uncoined silver has) 
somewhat fallen. There is, of course, | 
this difficulty, that the native who holds | 
uncoined silver, and who requires to| 
utilise it for the purpose of paying his 
debts, finds that he has to spend a 
Sir J. Lubbock. 
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greater quantity of it than he thought: 
would have been necessary. That is 
a@ very serious matter, and it is one 
which I hope will be taken into con- 
sideration by the Committee before they 
make any report upon the currency. At 
the same time we cannot discuss that. at 
the present moment without going into 
the whole question of the currency, and 
I think it is the general feeling of the 
Committee that we should not enter into 


| that question on the present occasion. 
|My honourable Friend the Member for 
| Banffshire has made a comparison be- 
| tween the relative importance of railway 


works and irrigation works, the advan- 
tage being, in his opinion, very much on 
the side of the latter. I confess that I 
not quits follow his arguments. 
Surely no one can say in the abstract 


| that railways are better than irrigation 
| works, or that irrigation works are better 


than railways. You must consider each 
of them on their merits, aid see which is 
most likely to be for the’ bencfit of the 
country. There can, of course, be no 
question whatever as to the great value 


| which irrigation works have been to 


India, but when my honourable Friead 


|says that irrigation works have done 
|more for India in the prevention of 


would ask 


that, 


than 
consider 


famines 
him to 


railways, | 


this: while 


| irrigation works may, no doubt, tend 


to do away with famine in their oww 
iminediate locality, what has been the 
great evil in India has been that you 
have often had local famine in one part, 
and splendid crops in another part, but 
no means of taking the superabundant 


|crops of the one district to the starving 


Theref wre I thiak 


ereat 


people of the other. 


Indian railways have done as much, if not 


| more, to check famine than the irrigation 


werks. I hope, therefore, that the 
Government will continue to develop the 
railway system in India. My honour- 
able Friend, with his usual care 
and acquaintance with the _ subject, 
has given us some very interesting statis 
tics, but everybody who has studied the 
subject of the development of railways 
knows that when you first open a railway 
it is only under the most favourable cir- 
cumstances that it pays its way at the 
outset, but gradually it develops, and 
that many a line which has lost money 
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for a time eventually becomes extremely 
prosperous. For my own part I cannot 
doubt that the railways in India are a 
very valuable investment, and if some of 
them may not be doing well at the pre- 
sent time, I venture to say that before 
many years have elapsed they will be 
found—I am speaking of railways as a 
whole—not only to be a great benefit to 
the people of India, but also to be good 
investments themselves. It has been 
said that the noble Lord has been opti- 
mistic in his speech. Well, I cannot 
attempt to express an opinion on that 
point, but I may say that I have listened 
to the speech with great satisfaction, 
and even if he has been somewhat opti- 
mistic, I think he has fairly shown to the 
Committee and to the country that there 
is no reason whatever to despair of the 
finance of India, but that, on the other 
hand, fair progress will be made. There 
is every reason to believe not only that 
India will be fully able to pay her way, 
but that the financial position is a strong 
one, and one which will improve as time 
goes on. 


*Sir M. M. BHOWNAGGREE (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.): Mr. Lowther, I think the 
remarks of the right honourable Gentle 
man who has just addressed us will meet 
with the general approval of the Com- 
mittee. I willingly take this oppor- 
tunity to join him and previous speakers 
in congratulating the noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for India upon the 
financial statement he has laid before 
the Committee this afternoon. But be 
fore I further proceed upon this subject 
may I venture to express the hope that 
the fresh arrangement made this year 
with regard to the discussion of the 
Indian Budget will be continued in 
future? There has been a complaint 
existing for many years, and I believe 
it has taken firm root in the minds of 
the people of India, that the one occa- 
sion in the Session upon which Indian 
subjects have a chance of being con- 
sidered fairly and at some length is 
generally hurried over because it occurs 
at the very end of the Session. On that 
occasion questions regarding the 
material and moral welfare of India are 
apt, as my honourable Friend the Mem- 
ber for Cardiff remarked, to be mixed 
up with one or two issues incidental to 
the main subject; and those questions 
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which bear substantially upon the 


moral and material well-being of the 
people will never have a chance of being 
adequately considered at sufficient length, 
and with that amount of attention which 
they deserve, in the limited time hitherto 
placed at our disposal by the House. 
The attendance on this side of the House 
to-night shows the advantage of the new 
arrangement, but I am sorry to see the 
state of the Benches opposite. It has. 
often been pressed upon the people of 
India that there are 140 or 150 Radical 
Members of this House who are always 
on the alert to advance their most inti- 
mate interests. Yet here, on this one 
occasion of the year when questions 
bearing upon the real welfare of India 
may be discussed, as I maintain they 
ought to be discussed, free from the 
pressure and taint of Party spirit, the 
benches on the opposite side are practi- 
cally empty. I notice this fact to prove 
to the people of India how the interest 
of the two political parties in their 
welfare is misrepresented to them 
by some of their so-called friends. 1 
trust that those honourable Members 
who profess to have, with more or less 
zeal, taken the affairs of India under 
their special care, and that the 
Nationalist Members, who last year pro- 
fessed an extremely lively interest im 
events out there, and openly declared 
that they would be prepared to go 
through the leneth and breadth of the 
country to arouses sympathy for their 
fellow subjects in India, will in future 
be brought to redeem the pledges they 
have made. Now, Mr. Lowther, as has 
been remarked, during the past year 
India has passed through a continuance 
of those disasters which began more than 
two years ago. The drought of 1896 
brought the famine in Northern and 
Southern India in an acute form; the 
plague was intensified in Western India ; 
the earthquake played havoc with valu- 
able property, including railways, in 
Eastern India; and last, but not least, 
the North-West Frontier War was an- 
other great disaster from which India 
has had to suffer. They show their 
effect upon the Estimates. I think 
there is little doubt that 50 per cent. 
addition in the estimated cost of famine 
expenditure made a big hole in the reserve 
which the Finance Minister promises ; 
but it is satisfactory to contemplate, 
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from the calculations which he puts 
forward, that the £3,800,000 spent 
upon the Frontier War would have been 
paid from the Exchequer of India itself 
if it had not had to meet this addi- 
tional casual expense of a famine. The 
method in which the India authorities 
have managed their finances during a 
period of such enormous difficulties is a 
matter which I have no hesitation in 
saying redounds to their credit, and gives 
proof of their great administrative 
ability. Attempts have been made, 
however, by one or two speakers, as 
usual, to find fault with some of the main 
features of their policy, with which I am 
unable to agree. For example, cer- 
tain remarks have been made in the 
course of the evening as to the inexpe- 
diency of further constructing railways 
at a cost which, in the opinion of some 
people, seems to inflict an additional 
burden upon the resources of India. 
The right honourable Gentleman who 
addressed the House last effectively re- 
plied to the remarks, and I think he 
conclusively showed that, although rail- 
ways may not be profitable concerns at 
the very commencement of their exis- 
tence, still, after they have had a period 
—the necessary period—for their de- 
velopment, they are likely to show 
profitable results, and eventually, so far 
from becoming a burden upon _ the 
finances of India, would prove a profit- 
able investment. But, Mr. Lowther, the 
system of railways as pursued in India, 
and which has been styled by some as 
the Forward policy in railways, has other 
advantages besides the mere consideration 
of profitable or unprofitable investment. 
Railways are not merely means of neces- 
sary transport in times of famine, but 
they actually carry with them a moral 
and material development of the country 
which cannot be too highly valued. They 
bring under cultivation, in the first 
place, large areas which for want of 
railways would remain in future uncul- 
tivated as they have remained for genera- 
tions. They bring in their train edu- 
eation of a sort that India needs most, 
by creating a tendency among her dif- 
ferent communities which are separated 
by restrictions of caste and custom which 
we do not understand here, to bring 
them together in their ways of life, in 
their modes of thought, and in other 
multifarious respects, which alone can 
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lead to a development of the resources 
of the country, and to their eventual 
progress and prosperity. An honourable 
Member opposite declared that the evi- 
dence given by certain native witnesses 
before the Royal Commission voiced the 
views of the whole native population of 
India against the construction of railways. 
It was urged that those native witnesses 
were representatives of the native popu- 
lation, and were sent by them. I abso- 
lutely and entirely deny that. They 


were sent by no bodies of intelligent or 
responsible native gentlemen, much less 
by the whole community. 


*Sm W. WEDDERBURN: I am sorry 
to interrupt. They were sent by the 
Government of India and the local 
yovernment as being representative wit 
nesses. 


*Sir M. M. BHOWNAGGREE: They 
were sent in this way. The Royal 
Commission were persuaded to ask 
for an expression of native opinion 
upon the questions that were before 
them. Thereupon the Government 
of India was asked to send some 
witnesses, and the Government of India, 
by an error of judgment, which I hope 
will not be repeated, instead of asking 
non-political bodies like chambers ot 
commerce in the different provinces, 
went to native political todies of an 
infinitesimal description, of which the 
membership can scarcely be counted by 
a few hundreds. These bodies naturally 
nominated certain persons from among 
those who usually guide them. All 
credit to them for launching upon an 
expedition for which they were scarcely 
fitted. It showed immense pluck on 
their part. One of them was a school- 
master, another was a clerk in a mill 
office, and a third was a leader writer on 
a native paper. Those were the sort of 
people who gave utterance to fantastic 
opinions which amused us here, but dis- 
gusted the people of India. The Report 
of the Royal Commission will, I trust, in 
pursuance of the strong appeal made by 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for Wolverhampton, be pre 
sented without further delay, and then we 
shall see more of this sort of evidence. 
This is the only way in which the so- 
called down-trodden people of India had 
an opportunity of expressing their views 
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before the Royal Commission and the 
British public. I must ask the House to 
disabuse its mind of the impression 
sought now and again to be created by 
the random utterances of one or two 
Indian gentlemen who are occasionally 
sent out by so-called political bodies. 
Now, Mr. Lowther, although I congratulate 
the noble Lord and the Government of 
India upon the extremely satisfactory 
Budget they have presented, under diff- 
cult circumstances, I cannot refrain from 
thinking that a great deal of educational 
work in future lies upon the Government 
of India. I do not mean educational 
work in the sense of writing essays, or re- 
citing long passages from English poets. 
The educational work that lies before 
the Government of India, which has 
been so long neglected, is to train the 
people to the work of the industrial and 
material resources of the country. A 
great deal was said in the course of that 
discussion, and in previous years, with 
regard to the poverty of India. As to 
that condition of poverty there is abso- 
lutely no doubt. As occasions have 
served and circumstances permitted, this 
or that act of the Government has been 
brought forward and held up to the 
people of India by those who would wit- 
tingly or unwittingly mislead them as 
contributing to that poverty. It has 
been represented to them that India can 
never retrieve her fallen fortunes unless 
she is freed from the yoke of foreign 
domination. All those are considerations 
which have an intimate bearing on the 
future of the people of India, and they 
cannot be discussed in the little time 
during which I desire to occupy the at- 
tention of the House in this Debate. But 
while I think that certain Gentlemen on 
the opposite side of the House do well 
to svmpathise with the poverty of the 
people of India, while their moral sym- 
pathy is of great value, I do believe that 
not only have they failed to promote any 
useful purpose, but that they have been 
instrumental in withholding from the 
people of India the consideration of those 
matters upon which, after all, national 
progress and prosperity mainly depend. 
British rule has not contributed to the 
causes of the poverty of India. British 
domination is a blessing compared with 
the dominations which have prevailed 
from the beginning of the recorded his- 
tory of the country; and juckily it 1s a 
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domination not within the power of the 


people to get free from. In brief, the 
people of India ought not to be made 
discontented; they ought rather to be 
made to realise their position, and to 
recognise that, with all its drawbacks, 
the present régime is a period of peace, 
wherein they have leisure and opportuni- 
ties to think out the more effectual ways 
and means of developing the material re- 
sources which Nature has endowed their 
country with. Tell them that this result 
can be achieved, not merely by book 
education—by only turning her sons 
into barristers, doctors, and professional 
men, platform orators, and newspaper 
leader writers. That is a state of things 
which has kept the country poor so far. 
I am as much in favour of giving the 
people book education as anyone else, but 
the education they receive should not end 
in turning them into mere spouters and 
writers, but should be directed into the 
channels which lead to a healthy national 
growth. I may say that both those who 
affect to be in active sympathy with them 
on the one hand, and the Government 
of India on the other, have failed to 
point out these lessons to them. I do 
not deny that the Government of India 
have so far carried out that system of 
education which came first as a great boon 
to India in 1854. The Government of 
India have fallen short in this, that they 
have withheld from the people the oppor- 
tunities for developing those industrial 
pursuits which in the present state of 
India’s needs should be the outcome of 
the education that is given to her people. 
An impetus towards that end ought to 
be given by the Government by new 
methods of instruction, and, if necessary, 
by State aid. In order to show that the 
force of this suggestion has been offi- 
cially recognised, I will read a passage 
from the speech of the noble Lord the 
Secretary for India in his last Budget 
speech— 


“Tt is forty years since the administration of 
India passed to the direct control of the Crown, 
and the retrospect of work accomplished in 
the time is, on the whole, pleasant and grati 
fying. We have dealt most successfully with 
the difficulties we then inherited, and the India 
of to-day compared with the India of forty 
years back has made enormous strides of 
advance in all the outward essentials of 
Western civilisation. The troubles ahead are 
not in what we inherited, but in what we of 
our own free will created. Under the egis of 
peace and order the population is increasing 
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unprecedented rapidity. . . . Can we 
open out for this annual host of new mouths 
fresh avenues of employment and self-support? 
Whilst we have protected the physique we 
have also endeavoured to cultivate the intellect 
of India. An elaborate system of education 
has been established, culminating in univer- 
sities, through which thousands of young 
natives yearly obtain degrees in philosophy ana 
literature, but without any subsequent prospect 
of livelihood, save at the Bar or in connection 
with the Press. We have established codes of 
law and procedure far simpler and more expe- 
ditious than those in force in this country, and 
under their influence India is rapidly becoming 
the most litigious country in the world. Is it 
possible to so alter the current and tendency 
of the education we give as to associate it 
with objects of a practical and technical cha- 
racter, by which India’s latent resources might 
be developed, her industries multiplied, and 
her productive power extended? Can we not 
make it the ambition of the rising generation 
to so educate themselves as to be able to do 
something to benefit the community to which 
they belong, rather than devote most of their 
energy to abuse of the Government which has 
educated and is protecting them? These are 
some of the problems ahead of us, and though 
the year 1897 may in some senses be looked 
upon as a year of m'sfortune, it will not be 
without its salutary lessons if it teaches us to 
consider and grapple with these subjects in no 
spirit of reaction or haste, but with the sole 
consideration as to what India’s true interests 
demand and what the overwhelming mass of 
the people want.” 


Now, Sir, that is a statesrnanlike expres- 
sion of views on the all-important sub- 
ject on which I have dwelt; and I trct 
that when the noble Lord has his mind 
free from the anxiety of those misfor- 
tunes which have now lasted too lone, and 
when the demons of pestilence and famine 
have disappeared from India, he will de- 
vote his energies towards developing the 
means whereby the desired end, so well 
enunciated by him, can be secured. 
You have now prepared a fair field for 
that work; see that others do not 
tares. There have been difficulties in 
the past, and there might be a ruder 
awakening some time in the future, un- 
less a radical measure on the lines I am 
advocating is undertaken as a great 
national work of Indian statesmanship. 
I know that there are immense difficul- 
ties in the performance of that work, 
and you will have a great cry against it 
from India by those people whose voice 
is generally heard against all real reform ; 
but the few statesmen of this country 
have a duty to perform, and they must 
not shirk it. It will have to be per- 
formed some day. The 
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question is 


Sir M. M. Bhownaggree. 
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whether India should be ruled by the 
sword or by the ordinary methods of 
peaceful government. That is the whole 
question. You may allow education 
to proceed in the direction in which it 
is proceeding, tending to bring about 
such miserable results as were made 
so plain to us last year. You may 
feel secure in the strength of your mili- 
tary power and your naval resources, 
and believe that, whatever might be the 
feelines of the people of India, or what- 
ever sources of discontent might develop 
there, the possession of India to England 
would never be lost. But, depend upon 
it, that is not the spirit in which India 
has welcomed the footsteps of Britain in 
her land. That is not the purpose for 
which a wise Providence has placed the 
people of India and their destinies under 
the protection and guidance of Britain. 
The work of Britain is to educate and 
instruct the people of India so as to make 
them capable of understanding the bless- 
ings which they enjoy under British rule 
and to profit by them; and in order to 
start on that work now, you will have in 
the first place to hold an investigation at 
an early date into the question as to 
what has been the effect of the educa- 
tional policy which has been carried out 
so far, and you will have in the 
next place to consider _ seriously 
whether that policy has fulfilled the 
objects of its inception, and, if not, 
what action should be taken for the 
future. I would briefly refer now to 
another matter which has engaged the 
attention of the Committee. The forma- 
tion of the Currency Committee has been 
the subject of many remarks, but I can- 
not withhold an expression of my ap- 
proval of the composition of that Com- 
mittee as it now exists. I have heard 
complaints of many interests not being 
represented on it, and I think that is not 
a very just complaint. If I might pro- 
ceed upon the same lines, I might com- 
plain that the great industries of India 
—like that of the cotton mills—have no 
representative on that Committee. 

think it is quite competent for any 1n- 
terest not represented on the Committee 
to send their witnesses and lay their case 
before the Committee. At the head of 
the Committee we have the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman the Member for Wol- 
verhampton; and in him we have 4 
guarantee that, as far as judicial acumen 











le 


at 
wo 
Ca- 
ut 
he 


he 











933 East India 


and a clear grasp of the whole question, 
combined with great experience of the 
affairs of India, can solve a question of 
that very abstruse and perplexing char- 
acter, he will find a solution. With 
regard to that“Committee, there is, how- 
ever, one complaint I have to make, and 
it is that the whole native population of 
India has not upon it a single representa- 
tive. But, as I have said before, that to 
my mind is not a fatal drawback, and 
the omission can be repaired = by 
the Committee inviting, and asking 
the Government of India to send, 
at least two or three sapable 
witnesses of the native mercantile 
interests of India. I know that among 
the Hindoos I can name the assistant 
manager of the Bank of Bombay, and 
amone the Mahomedans and Parsees 
there are capable merchants of wide ex- 
perience in business; and I should think 
that the Committee would act very wisely 
if it were to invite a representative of 
communities, or adopt some 
other means by which it could obtain 
eir opinicns on the currency question. 
Now, Sir, in concluding, I must reiterate 
my congratulations to the Secretary of 
State for India, and through him to the 
of India, for the splendid 
work they have done in the course of 


each of these 





Governmen 


re especially when we come 


to think of the difficulties under which 
that work has been performed ; how, at 
the sacritice cf life even, British soldiers 


and t! oficers of the Government have 


; j ats 3 
gone into the homes of the natives to 





relieve the plaguestricken individuals as 





as they can; how, in combating the 


ravages of famine, man after man has 





; how Lord Elgin and 
Lord Sandhurst, and other officers of the 
Government in ious parts of the 
ountry, have performed their duties 
nobly under exe tionally difficult cir- 
cumstances, and i1 eth of tremen- 
dous opposition. I say that it is due 
from me, in my place here, that 
I should re-echo those words in 
which the noble Lord the Secretary ol 
State for India has 


praises most 








bestowed his 
deservedly upon the 
General of India. 
But he has naturally left out one 
prominent name, and if it were 
not bad taste to say it in his presence— 
and for the moment I wish that he were 
absent—I should like to say that the 


retiring Governor 
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way in which the noble Lord himself has 
performed his very responsible duties 
under exceptionally trying circumstances, 
the way in which he has firmly supported 
the action of Lord Elgin in the teeth of 
bitter opposition of a character which I 
do not care to describe, entitles him to the 
grateful admiration of this House. In 
conclusion, I would repeat that, under 
the circumstances, the administration 
affairs of India for the past 12 months, 
as presented by the Budget, show a 
record of which the Government of India 
may well be proud, and of which this 
House, as representing the people of 
Great Britain, also might justly express 
its admiration. 


Mr. A. STRAUSS 
borne) : 


(Cornwall, Cam- 
I desire to associate mysélf with 
all the previous speakers in congratu- 
lating the noble Lord on his lucid and 
satisfactory statement. There are, how- 
ever, two ugly features which spoil the 
pretty picture which he has presented to 
us. To one he called our attention-— 
namely, that, for some unaccountable 
reason, private capital does not seem to 
flow to India fox industrial undertak- 
ings. I hope to show te the noble Lord 
in & few minutes that he himself is partlr 
responsible for that depl rable fact. The 
other he did not mention—namely, the 
remarkable diminution of the exports of 
handise fro: In 1896 the 
of such exports was Rx.114,000,000, 
in 1897 they amounted to Rx,104,000,000, 
and in 1898 they were further reduced to 
Rx.96,000,0C0. This reduction in the 


exports cennot bi due t 





the famine ov 
the plague, for in that case it would have 
consisted in food stuffs, such as wheat 
and rice, but must be due to cther causes, 
for the diminution took place in raw 
There is no 
difficulty in ascertaining the cause. It 
ia dwelt upon at every meeting of bank 
shareholders, when the chairmen attri- 
bute it solely to the unsatisfactory state 
of the monetary system. Sir James 
Westland, the Indian Finance Minister, 
himself, in numerous dispatches and in 


cotton, jute, and indigo. 


a speech, refers to the same cause of the 
diminution ef trade. I am afraid the 
noble Lord, in his anxiety to present a 
satisfactory Budget to the House, neg- 
iects the more impertant question of 
the influence of the currency on trade, 
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and, indeed, all through his speech it 
was obvious that he showed much greater 
concern for the finances of the Govern- 
raent than for the prosperity of Indian 
commerce. I will now endeavour to 
show to the noble Lord in how far he is 
partly to blame for private capital not 
flowing more freely to India. He him- 
self admitted that it may be attributed 
to the unsatisfactory monetary system. 
In an admirable speech which the noble 
Lord delivered in this House on the 29th 
March last, he declared that no cunrency 
could be successful which did not command 
the confidence of the people. The mone- 
tary system now in force is the out- 
come of the Committee which sat in 1893 
under the Chairmanship of Lord 
Herschell. That Committee was com- 
posed of nothing Lut Government officials, 
with the exception of my right honourable 
Friend the Member for Bodmin, who did 
not agree with the recommendations of 
that Committee. Twenty-seven witnesses 
were examined before that Committee, 


three or four of whom were merely ex- 


perts, and were only: examined on the 
system prevailing in other countries. All 
the commercial witnesses condemned the 
proposals which were then submitted by 
Sir David Barbour, and only a _ few 
official witnesses gave a_ half-hearted 
acquiescence to the proposals. Nearly 
every forecast made in the report of that 
Committee has been falsified by events. 
It would take me too long to give 
a full list of them; suffice it to 
say that the summing up of the 
Report was that the only loss in- 
flicted on India by the silver currency 
was the depreciation in value of the 
silver which was then existent in India. 
They showed by elaborate figures, which 
are quite correct, that all the silver 
imported into India went through the 
Mint ; then these wisacres go on to say 
that if the proposals are adopted, mint- 
ing of silver would for the time be at 
an end, and this use of, or demand for, 
uncoined silver would cease to exist. 
The proposal of the Indian Government 
would sooner or later cause a demand 
for gold in India which does not now 
exist. Will the House believe that, so 
far from the demand for uncoined silver 
coming to an end last year, 70 to &0 
per cent. more silver was imported into 
India than ever before, and that this 


Mr. Strauss. 
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demand has been steadily increasing ever 
since the closing of the mints. ~ That 
Committee, consisting of officials, in spite 
of the unanimous condemnation of the 
witnesses, did not oppose the proposals 
of Sir David Barvour, but, to their credit 
be it said, their consciences did not 
allow them to recommend them. All 
they said was that the question was so 
grave that they preferred to leave the 
solution in the hands cf the Indian 
Government, who, with the responsibility 
attaching to them, would Ve the best 
judges. It is now universally admitted 
that the result of the Departmental Com- 
mittee, consisting mainly of officials, was 
to make confusion confounded. 
And with this experience to guide him, 
what does the noble Lord do! He appoints 
another Departmental Committee, which, 
notwithstanding his promises to the con- 
trary, contains a majority of officials and 
ex-officials. 


worse 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not think the 
honourable Member is entitled to go at 
length into the question of the composi- 
tion of the Committee. 


Mr. A. STRAUSS: I merely wish 
to assist the noble Lord in his endeavours 
to influence capital to go to India for 
private enterprise. Does the noble Lord 
expect merchants, both here and in India, 
to have confidence in that Committee! 
The right honourable Gentleman, the 
Member for Wolverhampton, who presides 
over that Committee, with his usual 
modesty and frankness, himself this even- 
ing said— 


“Tf we-fail, as I am afraid we shall fail, it 
will not be owing to our error, but to our 
incapacity to deal with the subject before us.’ 


Memorials have been sent from London, 
Manchester, and Glasgow to the noble 
Lord, condemning the constitution of the 
Committee, and warning him beforehand 
that the deliberations will not. command 
any confidence. The memorial from the 
City of London is signed by the Governor 
of the Bank of England, all the Indian 
banks, Messrs. Rothschild, Matheson, 
Ralli Brothers, and many others ; and I 
have no hesitation in saying that the 
signatories represent at least two-thirds 
of the entire trade done with India. And 
what did the noble Lord answer? He 
simply gives his Dizi, and refuses to alter 
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the constitution of the Committee, with- 
out assiening any reason. It is not too 
late yet. Only two official witnesses have 
been examined, and an addition to the 
Committee has been frequently made, even 
while they were sitting. The question 
has raised an intense feeling in the City, 
and complaints are growing louder and 
louder every day. I would suggest to the 
noble Lord that if he is intent on creating 
that confidence which ke so truly 
described as an absolute necessity for the 
success of the currency question, he may 
vet add a few gentlemen of commercial 
practical experience to the Committee 
which he has appointed. By doing so he 
would give immense satisfaction to the 
entire community, both here and in 
India. 


On the return of the CuarrMan, after 
the usual interval, 


*Mr. DUCKWORTH (Lancashire, 

Middleton): I had no intention, Sir. 
of taking any part in the discussion on 
this very interesting subject until the 
honourable Gentleman who, I believe, 
is a native of India rose to make his 
speech ; and when he complained of the 
absence of honourable Members on this 
side of the House, I felt that there was 
great force in that complaint, although 
I do not wish him, nor do I wish the 
House, to blame those who were present 
for those who were absent. For very 
many years I have read the proceedings 
of this House with very great interest, 
and amongst other things I have read that 
when matters pertaining to India came 
before the House for discussion the 
House was usually very thin and very 
languid in its interest on Indian matters. 
But I must confess, Sir, that I should 
not have thought that there was so 
much truth in the statements on this 
matter which I have read from time to 
time in the papers as I have found here 
to-day. 


[Attention drawn to the fact that 40 
Members were not present. Quorum 
formed. | 
*Mr. DUCKWORTH: I was observ- 
ing that I do not wonder at the 
complaint honourable 
Gentleman opposite at the want of 


made by the 
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interest taken in the affairs of India by 
the House to-day. I remember reading 
many years ago that a similar want of 
interest was manifested by the Members 
of this House with reference to Irish 
affairs. I remember reading of one of 
the leaders of the Irish cause in those 
Gays leaving the House, after a Division 
had taken place on Irish affairs, and 
mournfully expressing his great grief that 
he could not have that attention which 
he felt the affairs of Ireland demanded 
from the Members of this House. I do 
not wonder at the complaint of the 
honourable Gentleman opposite, coming 
as he does from India, and feeling, as he 
must do, the vital importance of the 
question. I fear, Sir, that, so far as India 
is concerned, we are laying up in store 
trouble for days to come, not only similar 
to that which we have now with regard 
to Ireland, but even perhaps more disas- 
trous than the Irish question is likely te 
be. The government of over 200,000,000 
of human beings in a far-distant 
country like India ought not to 
be a matter of indifference to this 
House. When we have not only 
financial matters to deal with, but 
matters pertaining to the social well- 
being, and the moral welfare also, of 
such a vast number of our fellow 
men, it is as little, I think, as 
one can expect that those who 
have taken upon themselves’ the 
responsibility cf becoming Members of 
this Legislature should give their time 
and attention fairly, honestly, and 
seriously to the government of that vast 
Empire. So far as I am _ concerned, 
as representing an _ industrial con- 
stituency, I feel that our interests 
in Lancashire are closely ‘bound up 
with those of our fellow men in India. 
Not only have we close business relations 
with them, not only does their welfare or 
ill-doing reflect upon us in an industrial 
sense, but we feel also our moral respon- 
sibility for the welfare of our Indian 
fellow subjects. I think it is a proud 
distinction for a country like ours to have 
such a Dependency as India, and we 
ought to try and make it one of the 
brightest jewels in Her Majesty’s crown. 
It is a grave and a great responsibility 
for our country to have the guidance, the 
development, and, as we believe, the up- 
lifting of such a mass of human beings 
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under Providence in our hands. It is a 
proud distinction, and one which we 
ought to feel, year after year, demands 
our greatest interest and our best effort 
and thought. Therefore I desire to asso- 
ciate myself in sympathy with honourable 
Members who have spoken, and I feel 
[ do not like to be numbered amongst 
those who think lightly and with indiffer- 
ence about the affairs of India when 
brought before this House. If they are 
financial affairs they are of great im- 
portance, and if they are affairs with 
reference to the social well-being of our 
fellow men in India they are even of 
greater importance, and so far as 
the development of the moral and spiri- 
tual as well as the financial and social 
affairs of India are concerned, I 
they ought to have the greatest care, 
the deepest thought, and the closesr 
attention when brought before this House. 
I hope that as long as I am a Mem- 
ber of this House I shall manifest that 
interest, whatever others may do; and 
{ must express my deep regret that we 
should see such indifference manifested. 
For my part, I feel grieved that we should 
have benches bare during the most of the 
day when such important matters are 
under discussion. 


fee: 


Mr. HARWOOD should 


t have ventured to 


(Bolton): I 


no 


h honourable Baronet the Mem- 
er for Wolverhampton. Before refer- 
rine to that invitation, I should like to 

, a word with reference to a remark 
which fell from the honourable Member 
* Bethnal Green. While I greatly 
admire the patriotism of the honourable 
Momber, I do not think he is wise in 
diagging the trail of Party across this 
qmatter, 


right 





*Smr M. M. BHOWNAGGREE: I beg 
the honourable Member’s pardon. I 
pointed out that the trail of Party was 
dragged persistently by a couple of 
Radical Members of this House, and I 
wanted to show the people of India that 
that Party had nothing to do with the 
consideration of Indian questions. 

Mr. HARWOOD: I accept the expla 
nation with the greatest possible plea- 
sure, and I hope the honourable Member 
will forgive me for giving him that piece 
of advice; but he will serve India best 


Mr. Duckworth. 


{COMMONS} 





intervene in this| 
Jebate were it not for the invitation of | 
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by keeping it outside Party. I am sure 
Members of all parties are equally proud 
of India, and desire to do the best they 
can for that country. It is not the privi- 
lege of either Conservatives or Liberals, 
and therefore I think we all can join in 
one common platform with regard to it. 
The honourable Member sneered at the 
spread of education in his country. 


*Sir M. M. BHOWNAGGREE: I must 


again beg the honourable Member's 
pardon. I did not sneer at the spread 
of education in India. I said, on 


the contrary, that I desired as much edu- 
cation, and for as many people, as could 
possibly be given. What I referred to 
was the application of the system of 
education to ultimate uses. 


Mr. HARWOOD: As I followed the 
henourable Member, with my small expe- 
rience of India, I thought lve pointed out 
to the House that there might be a wiser 
character given to edueation in India— 
that it should be less literary and more 
practical, more general and less special. 
With reference to the invitation of the 
right honourable Baronet the Member 
for Wolverhampton in regard to the 
Committee of which he is the chairman, 
and in whose appointment we all rejoice, 
I afraid little too much 
official optimism at what has been accom- 
plished, and I would beg the noble Lord 
to 11s perspective a little in the 

It is not the first time we have 
heard from him, and from the right 
honourable Baronet the Member for 
Wolverhampton, congratulations — that 
they made the Budget meet without 
imposing extra taxation. I quite con- 
ceive that it would be financially wiser 
in India to arrange that the Budget 
should not meet. How has it been made 
to meet! By producing evils much more 
widely distributed than the advantages 
attending it. The advantages of this 
official arrangement are the 
disadvantages are spread throughout the 
whole country. What the most 
marked lesson of the last 10 years of 
in this country! Is it not the 
of free trade in cirrency as 
well as in markets? And if you were to 
apply the Indian monetary system to 
England the people would at once see 
the absurdity and the injustice of it. 
What have youdone? You balance your 


am there is a 
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correct | 
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Budget, but at the same time you are 
putting « burden on every trade and 
‘every class of labour throughout the 
length and breadth of India. I have 
been brought personally into some little 


‘business connection with India, and I 


have had still more opportunity of learn- 
ing the business condition of that coun 
try, and I am quite certain that no 
greater disaster could be brought on it 
than by this forcing up of the rupee. 
You had much better meet the difficulty. 
There is only one safe system with regard 
to currency. Adopt what standard you 
like, be it gold, silver, copper, or brass ; 
but whatever your standard, it should 
be left to find its natural value in com- 
modities. Then people can understand 
what they are doing, and they can 
engage in trade enterprises. Attention 
has been called in all parts of the House 
to the fact that capital is not going into 
India. Everybody who knows India 
knows what a fruitful country it is for 
the employment of capital; but capital 
is not invested in it because there is a 
want of confidence, and because the 
currency is based on a fictitious basis, 
which is certain to crumple and bring 
endless disaster on every trade in the 
country. I appeal to the noble Lord to 
consider not merely the desires of the 
privileged class. Everybody knows they 
want to keep up the rupee, and it is 
the desire of the officials to make a 
balance without laying on more taxation. 
But that is a secondary matter. A coun- 
try would stand better a much greater 
taxation if you left it a free operation in 
prices. In railways and trade enter 
prises you would recover a hundredfold 
all that you would lose at the moment. 
I beg the noble Lord to take a wider 
view of the situation, and to consider, 
not merely the official view, not merely the 
desire to balance the Budget without im- 
posing fresh taxation, but also to consider 
the welfare of the multitudinous trades 
throughout the country. I believe that 
by carrying on a fictitious manipulation 
of this kind you are doing untold 
disaster. Take the tea trade. Those of 


us who have been in India have rejoiced 
and marvelled at the spread of that 
trade, which is now one of the great 
elements of recovery in India; but by 
what you are doing I believe you are 
throttling that industry and stopping 


VOL. LVIII. 


[FourtH Sszrigs.] 





{7 Juns 1898} Bill. 942 


the development of hundreds of other 
industries which would yield an improved 
revenue. I only rose to ask the noble 
Lord to make a fair and just allowance 
for these views, and to consider not 
only the official desire to balance the 
Budget, which is strong in a Secretary 
of State, but also the feeling of this 
House and this country, and the welfare 
of thousands of enterprises and of 
millions of striving and struggling men 
in India. 


Resolution agreed to; to be reported 
on Thursday. 


RESERVE FORCES BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
Thirsk) in the Chair. 


(In the Committee.) 


Cuavse 1. 


Amendment again proposed— 


“Page 1, line 5, after the word ‘reserve,’ 
insert the words ‘whose character on trans- 
fer to the Army Reserve is good.’”—(Mr. 
Warner.) 


Question put— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 
Agreed to, 


Question put— 


“That clause 1 as amended stand part 
of the Bill.” 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.) 
was understood to ask whether the 
Government would give some explanation 
to the House and to the public as to the 
ground upon which the clause was 
brought in. It seemed a most revolu- 
tionary step. If it was the object of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Secre- 
tary of State for War to preclude dis- 
cussion on the Bill it seemed to him 


(Mr. Forster) that the exact course 
adopted would have been followed. 


2P 
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AN HONOURABLE MemBER: The honour- 
able Member is imputing motives. 


*Mz. ARNOLD-FORSTER said it was a 
very serious matter. As a matter of 
fact, this Bill had never been explained 
to the House of Commons, and had never 
been explained to the country. This clause 
had never been explained. Continuing, the 
honourable Member was understood to 
say that on one of the former occasions 
when it was before the House it was 
brought in at 10 minutes to 12, 
and on another occasion at five minutes 
to 12, so that the House had never 
had an explanation. He felt confident 
that the right honourable Gentleman 
would give the information asked for— 
and would not content himself with fall- 
ing back upon military authority. 
Unless he did, he (Mr. Forster) 
would state to the Committee what hap- 
pened in Committee at which the Secre- 
tary of State for War was himself present 
two years ago, when a Bill precisely 
similar to this was under discussion. 
The Committee would then realise what 
wag the precise value of the appeal to 
the prestige and authority of the War 
Office. 


*Tuz UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Jonn Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): I am very anxious to 
avoid, as a defence of the clause, any 
appeal to military opinion on a question 
where the honourable Member differs 
from the military authorities of the coun- 
try; but I really feel that the embargo 
he has placed upon all reference to mili- 
tary authority in support of a change 
connected with the Army, simply because 
the honourable Member does not recog- 
nise that authority, is a very strong line 
to take. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: If the right 
honourable Gentleman appeals to mili- 
tary authority, I will ask permission to 
state the circumstances to which I have 
alluded, and with which the right 
honourable Gentleman is well acquainted. 


Reserve Forces 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have no objection 
to the honourable Member - stating 
that certain Bills which commended 
themselves to high military autho 
rities did not commend themselves 
to the gentlemen who generally act 
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with the honourable Member on these 
questions in the House, but who, [ 
am glad to say, are not with him 
to-night ; but I do not wish to base this 
proposal on any question of authority. 
The matter rests on a very simnle basis, 
The first object of the Reserve is for 
national defence, and for that a very 
large number of men could be turned 
out. The second object for which we 
have to provide is an emergency which, 
fortunately, occurs very rarely—a great 
foreign war. For that we are able to 
call out 80,000 of our Reserve. For that, 
with certain exceptions, the War Office 
has been able to show that the number 
of men necessary for the two Army Corps 
which the country might be desirous of 
sending abroad in case of foreign trouble 
are available. But these two matters of 
military organisation are not those which 
are most frequently before the War Office. 
Our most frequent demand is for a force 
for small wars in all parts of the globe 
in great extremes of climes. Let the 
House consider that during the last 1? 
months we have had 20 regiments on the 
North-West Frontier; we have had to 
send extra troops to South Africa; 
we have sent two battalions to Crete; 
and at the same time we have had to 
provide for a small war in the Soudan. 
In that war four British battalions have 
already been engaged, and four more will 
shortly be sent for the final advance on 
Khartoum. No other country in th: 
world would have attempted these many 
operations without calling out the Re 
serves. We alone attempted to do s. 
There is no doubt that these operations 
for small wars carried on with regiments 
of full strength are carried on at the 
expense of the twin battalions at home. 
You have to fill them up with men over 
20 years of age from the battalions 
at home, and you would in any case have 
to do that, because you cannot in 
tropical climates send them out at the 
age of 18, and you must keep them 
in England until they arrive at the full 
age. Therefore it comes to this, that 
common sense shows us that for the pur- 
pose of small wars we ought to be able 
to draw to some extent upon the Reserves 
without calling out the whole of 
the Reserves. In previous campaigns 
it has been necessary to improve 
the strength of these battalions by 
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transferring largely from one regiment 
to another. We have come before the 
House, and we have asked leave by this 
Bill to improve in various ways the 
position of the battalions at home, and 
to keep up a certain maximum. In order 
to do this we have framed this Bill, in 
which we appeal to this House to give 
us the right to call out a limited number 
of men from the Reserves, to whom we 
propose to make a special payment, for 
the purposes of these small wars. We 
are going to send four battalions to 
Egypt, and they must be men over 20 
years of age—194 years is the lowest age 
which we are allowed to send, but we 
prefer 20. Naturally that is a com- 
mon-sense principle. We have a certain 
number of men who have already served 
in the Army, and who will come back to 
the ranks matured men to strengthen 
your battalions for the purposes of these 
small expeditions which we are called 
upon constantly to undertake. My 
honourable Friend has said that this is 
an unfortunate proposal, and he says 
that we want to secure its adoption 
without the country knowing of it. But 
the Government have no object of that 
kind in view, for our object is that the 
country should know in every respect 
what we are doing in this matter. We 
believe that this measure is not only the 
best method we could adopt at the 
present moment, but also that it is the 
proper course to take to fortify ourselves 
for the small wars in which we engage. 
This measure will cost between £40,006 
and £50,000, and for that sum the coun- 
try will get the services of 5,000 matured 
men, which is the number necessary 
to make up these small expeditions. 
Under any other circumstances it would 
cost 10 times the sum to maintain the 
additional men necessary to keep our 
regiments up to a proper state of 
efficiency. I therefore appeal to the 
Committee to allow this clause to pass, 
for it has for its object the filling up cf 
a very considerable gap in our military 
organisation. The Bill has at its back 
the support of our military authorities, 
who even my honourable Friend who has 
spoken will admit have the best interests 
of the Army at heart. These proposals have 
been adopted by the Cabinet, after care- 
ful consideration of all the circumstances 
and all the alternatives, as being the 
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most expeditious, and at the same time 
the most economical and the most effec- 
tive, method which could be devised. 


*Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): 
I think that, whatever may be said for or 
against this Bill in this House, nothing 
will prevent the whole country from 
opening its eyes to the present serious 
mismamagement of the Army. Sir, my 
honourable Friend is right, I think, in 
concentrating all his energies against 
this particular clause. I frankly own 
that I think the Bill is in some respects 
a good one; and apart from this clause, to 
which my honourable Friend the Member 
for Belfast is opposed, there is a very use- 
ful provision which it would not be in 
order for me further to discuss now, 
though perhaps that opportunity may 
come. Sir, my right honourable Friend 
taunted the Member for Belfast with the 
allegation that his friends were not acting 
with him in this matter. Might I ask my 
right honourable Friend whether his 
friends are acting with him this evening? 
It is a remarkable fact that when any 
military subject is under discussion that 
bench in front is as completely empty 
as if we were talking upon a matter con- 
cerning Scotland, or something equally 
uninteresting. I think the right honour- 
able Gentleman referred just now to the 
great interest taken in this question, but 
I have never seen it evidenced by the 
presence of any embarrassing number of 
Cabinet Ministers in the House during 
discussions upon the Army Estimates. 
Sir, I consider the Government can fairly 
be reproached with this, that just 
before the autumn they undoubtedly 
led the country to suppose that 
great military measures might be 
expected, and that large measures 
of Army reform might be looked 
forward to. We were even told at one 
time that the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies was to take charge of the Mea- 
sure in this House, and that my right 
honourable Friend was to be allowed only 
a subordinate share in the matter. But 
when the great moment came for a mani- 
festo upon the policy of the Government, 
it was soon found that no such intention 
was to be carried out. And now, Sir, 
with regard to this clause, to which my 
honourable Friend objects. If his 
friends are not acting with him upon this 
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matter, it is not because they are not in 
agreement with him. It is his misfor- 
tune that the military man of the pre- 
sent day,—I do not mean those military 
men whose connection with the Service is 
more or less remote, as the right honour- 
able Gentleman once reminded us 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I never said that. 


*Mr. BROOKFIELD: I was referring to 
the right honourable Gentleman opposite. 
I say that the “up-to-date” military 
man of the present day has two 
opinions—one which he expresses to the 
public in classical parlance, and another 
which he expresses to his friends at 
mess or elsewhere in military forms otf 
language entirely different. I do not 
know that we have any more conclusive 
example of this than in the two classes 
of utterances that fall from time to time 
from the Commander-in-Chief. With 
regard to the present proposal to which 
1 desire to address myself, I would, in 
the first place, point out that it is a 
complete confession that the great 
territorial system which he has 
upheld has broken down. Now, If 
differ from honourable Members who 
are opposed to that system; and 
for my own part I have always 
wished to uphold it. But I should like 
to ask what sort of a regiment a colonel 
would like to command, when he proceeds 
on active service, for a small expedition. 
I should imagine that he would prefer 
men with some fellow-feeling to unite 
them together. By this particular 
arrangement he would have a most extra- 
ordinary mixture of what may be called 
the tag-rag-and-bobtail. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No, no; they will 
all be men of good character. 


*Mr. BROOKFIELD: if that is so, it 
has been inserted in the Bill by an 
Amendment. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I beg the honour- 
able Member’s pardon, but that is already 
provided in the Bill. It was accepted 
when the honourable Member was not in 
his place. 


*Mr. BROOKFIELD: Well, I am not 
sure that men of good character would 
be preferred. But the main objection 
I have to the clause is—and at 
Mr. Brookfield. 
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present no one will dispute this—that 
it is a formal affirmation and confession 
before the country at large of the truth 
of what we have always contended, 
that we have no battalions at home fit 
to perform ordinary military duty. | 
should have thought that it was within 
the scope of ordinary military duty to 
send efficient battalions abroad to engage 
in savage warfare for a few months and 
returns covered with glory and medals, 
But, Sir, our home regiments are not 
even capable of that now. It is now to 
be definitely laid down on the highest 
official authority that these men are not 
fit for active service. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I said that the 
regiments as they stand are not intended 
for active service. 


*Mr. BROOKFIELD : Soldiers are 
not intended for fighting! Well, I 
accept that explanation. i think it is 
fair to point out that even those foreign 
countries which have been spoken of do 
not have recourse to this particular sys- 
tem or to this extraordinary expedient. 
Sir, I feel very much inclined to say all 
that I feel on this subject, but I am 
restrained by discipline from expressing 
my actual feelings, and I think, Sir, it will 
be more convenient, perhaps, to leave to 
the right honourable Gentleman the re- 
sponsibility of putting this Measure for- 
ward. I think he is piling up a most 
tremendous record, and I think that he 
is certainly playing the game of the hon- 
ourable Member for Belfast, and of the 
right honourable Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean, as much as any 
Member of this House. I will admit one 
thing, and that is that the expedient 
proposed is not an expensive one, but 
an economical one. I will go a great 
deal further, and admit at once that I 
think it is the best expedient the right 
honourable Gentleman could adopt, so 
long as he remains wedded to and deter- 
mined to adhere to the present system. 
I admit that freely, but it does not alter 
my opinion that the present system is 
utterly and radically wrong, and though 
I may not be prepared to take the 
responsibility of opposing this one expe- 
dient and alternative, I still hope that 
the country and the House will duly note 
the extreme straits to which the Govern- 
ment are reduced to vrovide for even 
small warlike expeditions. 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 


W.): I must confess I am astonished. 
I have talked to soldier after soldier, and 
they have all expressed the same opinion 
that the clause is detestable in principle, 
and is likely to prove even more detest- 
able in practice. The test will be in the 
day of battle, when this country’s for- 
tunes are concerned, and no man has a 
right to lightly put away that responsi- 
bility by a cheap expedient. It was re- 
marked to me to-day that this is a Bill 
that might be fairly given a trial, and 
if it should be found to fail after two 
years, then we can censure the right 
honourable Gentleman for his failure. 
But I would like to explain to the Com- 
mittee what is the form of test which 
alone can be applied. I suppose a good 
many members of the Committee have 
no idea really what the Bill is. It pur- 
ports to strengthen the British Army, 
but it does not strengthen the Army by 
a single man. The right honourable 
Gentleman has said that the regiments 
at home are not intended for war with- 
out sufficient Reserves. I entirely con- 
tradict that statement, which has no re- 
lation with either the principle or the 
practice of our Army. For 25 years the 
Army has never, with one single excep- 
tion, been reinforced by the Reserve ; 
and during the whole of that time it has 
been the duty and the practice of the 
home battalions to fight, and by one 
expedient or another they have been 
patched up to fight. Great wars which 
constitute a national emergency are rare. 
This clause is intended to strengthen the 
British Army, but does it? It does not 
strengthen the Army by a single man. 
It takes money out of cne pocket and 
puts it into another. This is how it does 
it. Five thousand men are to be regis- 
tered at Gd. a head, and on receipt of a 
6d. telegram they are to leave whatever 
occupation they are engaged in to rejoin 
the Army. Let the Committee observe 
the facilities this will give to the soldier 
anxious to obtain employment, and let 
them imagine the enthusiasm with which 
employers will take on men who are liable 
at any time to have to leave their work 
it response to a 6d. telegram. I believe, 


such is the generosity of treatment by 
the War Office, that there will always be 
found men who will take that stipend. 
When the War Office get their 5,000 men, 
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what will happen? An expedition may 
be sent to Wei-hai-Wei, the Soudan, or 
somewhere. The condition of the Bill is 
that there must be a state of war, and 
that that war must be outside the United 
Kingdom — abroad. An _ honourable 
Member has an Amendment on _ the 
Paper to say that men should be recalled 
to rejoin their own regiments. I think 
the right honourable Member himseif 
was once under the impression that that 
was a possible expedient, but it was not 
possible, and the facts forbade it. The 
number of men discharged from a bat- 
talion in the year does not exceed 120, 
and this being a voluntary Bill, we can- 
not get more than five or six men back 
when we are wanting 600. What is the 
number that is likely to be required? 
The latest information I have on that 
subject is the information given to me 
by the right honourable Gentleman him- 
self. According to a statement of the 
right honourable Gentleman of the num- 
ber of men who would be required by 
the different battalions at home—and I 
believe it seriously under-estimated the 
facts—there is only one battalion in the 
whole of the British Army at home which 
would require less than 500 men to com- 
plete its war strength. There are eight 
battalions which would require 600 to 
650 men, 20 which would require from 
650 to 700, 18 requiring from 700 
to 750, 15 requiring from 750 to 800 
and two which would require over 850 
iien to enable them to be fit for war. 
What shall we be told? I shall not be 
misrepresenting the right honourable 
Gentleman when I say that the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman will say these figures 
are not representative, but are abnormal. 
They are the actual figures given by the 
War Office in January last, and every 
succeeding month and year is more ab- 
normal than the month or year that pre- 
ceded it. Fifty per cent. of the strength 
ot the battalions will be required at 
least. I have with me a Return fur- 
nished the other day of battalions which 
have actually been sent upon expeditions. 
I find that the streneth of the battalions 
despatched to the Afghan Frontier was 
from 970 to 1,020 men. If it is said that 
India is abnormal I will go to Egypt. The 
Seaforth Highlanders were supposed to 
go to Egypt 1,000 strong. If the War 
Office did not make the battalions up 
to 1,000 it ought to, but it dare not. 
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I will take one of the battalions as it 
actually existed in January this year; I 
will take the Royal Lancashire Regiment, 
which happens to be the first that catches 
my eye. In January last that regiment 
required 739 men to complete its war 
strength. There were 240 men efficient 
in barracks. About 740 men will be in- 
troduced into the battalion just enjoying 
the freedom of civil life for the first 
time since they were boys, and who will 
be absolutely unknown to their com- 
rades. They will be older than the non- 
commissioned officers under whom they 
will serve, and the men will be mere 
chickens to them. These 740 men, 
picked haphazard, will rejoin the regi- 
ment in which they formerly served as 
the only one worth thinking about, and 
consider nothing is done in their new 
reciment as well as it was done in the 
old. These men are to be put on a trans- 
port, sent over the sea, and placed in 
the face of the enemy; they have to 
serve a twelvemonth—it may be more 
and may be less. They will be brought 
from casual wards, caretakerships, 
and other humble occupations. They 
are offered a shilling a day for twelve 
months, to be mulcted in a larger sum 
than they lost under similar circum- 
stances when they were serving before, 
and they will have to fight side by side 
with men they have never seen before. 
I do not envy the commanding officer 
who finds himself in command of a 
battalion made up in that way. I 
do not say it would not do its duty in 
the day of battle. I know the British 
soldier, and can say that under what- 
ever disadvantage he may be placed he 
will show the great qualities he possesses. 
But the War Office has no right to place 
this strain upon him. Lord Nelson 
talked about the infernal system of draft- 
ing sailors from ship to ship, but that 
was nothing to spoiling regiments in the 
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way the right honourable Gentleman is 
sO anxious to see brought about. If I 
turn to history I find that the teaching 
of history since the earliest days of 
battle is uniform. Get the men 
to have confidence in each other 
and in their officers, who are proud 
of their organisation, and they will stand 
by you in time of trouble. In proportion 
as you increase those incentives to hero- 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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ism in action, you will increase the effec- 
tiveness of these men in battle. Can 
you conceive a more deliberate method of 
denying yourselves those advantages 
than the one suggested in this Bill? [ 
have spoken to many officers about this 
Bill, and they tell me that it will not 
work. They say they do not want to bring 
mixed battalions into action ; they wart 
their own battalion. We are told that the 
whole system depends upon the main- 
tenance of an efficient reserve, but that 
becomes a farce if this Bill is to be 
carried. We are also told that 
the prospects of a soldier are to be 
improved ; but where does the improve- 
ment come in? This little Bill is not 
the first of its kind. We had another 
Bill of the same kind two years ago. 
Some of us in the House asked the Secre- 
tary of State for War about it, and the 
Secretary of State was kind enough to 
say he should like to meet us and ex- 
plain to us the object of that Bill. The 
Secretary of State for War met some 60 
or 70 Members of the House. The occa- 
sion presented itself—we did not seek 
it, it forccd upon us. The right 
honourable Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War told us—with the authority 
of the War Office, of course—that this 
was a very fine Bill, that it was very 
wrong to oppose it, that it was the only 
thing consistent with their system, that 
all military opinion was in favour of it, 
and that we should take a very grave 
responsibility upon ourselves if we ven- 
tured to oppose it. The spokesman of 
the Members was instructed to ask the 
righ honourable Gentleman what was the 
precise meaning of the Bill. We asked 
whether it meant that men were to go 
back to the Reserve for their first year 
only, and we were told that was the mean- 
ing of the Bill. We said that could not be 
the meaning of the Bill; that it could 
not seriously be contemplated to take 
a man five months after his discharge 


Was 


and send him back to the Reserve 
for a couple of months. It was 
admitted that the Bill could not be 


worked on that plan. We asked if it 
meant that a man was liable for the re 
mainder of his Reserve service ; and we 
were told yes. We said we thought it 
could not mean that, because we thought 
it was hardly possible to contemplate 
taking a three vears man and making 
him serve for nine years in India against 












k 





953 Reserve Forces 


his will. We were told “No, it could 
not.” We were told by the Secre- 
tary of State for War that it was not his 
Bill at all; that he did not know what 
jt did mean. We pointed out that he had 
actually introduced the Bill into the House 
of Lords, that he had made a speech 
and carried the Second Reading, that 
his name was on the back of it, and that 
we had been told that the Bill had been 
carefully considered, and was essential 
to the welfare of the British Army. But 
what happened! That 
so essentia) to the welfare of the British 


Bill, which was 


Army, but the meaning and intention of 
which the War Office could not explain, 
We have 
never had an explanation of that Bill. 
Nobody knew then what it meant, and 


was laughed out of existence. 


nobody knows now. That has been a 
Jesson, that the greatest and highest and 
most respectable authorities of the War 
Office should think it worth their while to 
receive 60 or 70 Members of this House 
and produce reasons why they should 
vote in favour of the Measure, which 
they were compelled to confess, although 
it was their own Measure, they did not 
understand! I confess that on that 
occasion I was singularly shaken in my 
belief in the authority of the War Office. 
Iam, no doubt, open to many of the 
censures which the right honourable Gen- 
tleman the Secretary of State for War 
has addressed to me, but I am not open 
to censure in this case. Among the 
many convictions I hold in regard to 
this Bill, I hold none more strongly than 
this, that, if it could be voted upon by 
ballot, it would be rejected with a unani- 
mity which would astonish the War 
Office. I believe this Bill is not sustain- 
able on any theory of the welfare of the 
Army, or of the welfare of the country. 
I may be asked, what is the alternative?! 
We have our answer, and we have given 
it over and over again. The first alter- 
native is to give up the statement which 


the right honourable Gentleman has 


given to the House to-night as the theory 
of the War Office—that the battalions 
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at home are not intended for war. I say 
that, in a nation such as ours, with duties 
and responsibilities such as ours, the 
Army at home must be prepared for 
war. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: What I said was 
that the battalions at home were not 
intended to be sent on active service 
without being reinforced by the Reserve. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That seems 

to me a distinction without a difference, 
and I may point out that the regiments 
in the Army at home have always been 
sent abroad without calling out the 
Reserve. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: This Bill is intended 
to stop what the honourable Member 
desires to perpetuate. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Surely, 
Sir, such an interruption as that is 
instructive. Why, this Bill will do more 
than anything that has yet been done 
to perpetuate drafting, and to shovel in 
strangers into a battalion by hundreds. 
The system of shoving men in is to be 
continued by the Bill, the whole aim and 
object under which is to shove them in 
pell-mell, and it has no other object on 
earth than that. What I want to point 
out is that whatever may be the intention 
—it may be intended that the regiments 
never could fight without the Reserves 
being called out— all I can say is that 
they have constantly fought without the 
Reserves being called out, and my desire 
is that they should continue to do so. 
My own belief is that you are attemjting 
the impossible; and as long as you have 
one system for our great Colonial Empire, 
and another for the defence of our island 
at home, you cannot get the thing right. 
That is my belief, and it is a belief that 
is shared by others. But it is not an 
impossibility to keep up efficient bat- 
talions for the protection of this great 
Empire, and for carrying out its wars. 
The right honourable Gentleman says it 
will cost £25,000. Well, let it cost 
£25,000, let it cost £500,000. If it is 
a necessity to our position, as it undeni- 
ably is, let us have it. But have we 
really come to that? Why, there is no 
country in the whole of Europe so poor 
or so small which is not faced with, and 
does not face, that alternative. The right 
honourable Gentleman tells us that there 
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is no army in Europe kept up to its war 
strength, but if he will look at the con- 
dition of things in France, Austria, and 
Germany, he will find that he is mis 
taken. This is not a question of im- 
possibility at all, because if we make up 
our minds that we want 10 battalions 
kept up in this country, fit to go any- 
where and do anything, we can do it.) 
It is done with the Navy, and to tell| 
sensible people that it cannot be done in| 
the Army is simply trifling with us. | 
The fact of the matter is that the War| 
Office is wedded to a shadow which did} 
once exist, but which exists no longer. | 
I laugh at the suggestion that the thing | 
cannot be done, and that suggestion | 
cannot have any weight with a reasonable | 
body of men. Let this great Empire| 
rouse itself to the effort, pull itself | 
together, put a penny extra on the! 
income even to the extent of| 
reorganising the War Oftice—that last 
awful extremity—but do what is required. 
And I will say again what I have said 
before. You will have regard the 
personal feelings and idiosyncrasies of | 
the officers and men. The longer I live 
the more convinced I am that the amount 
of irritation—causeless irritation—that is 
inflicted upon the officers and men of our 
Army by the vagaries of the War Office 
is tremendous. There is no man in this 
House or in the country who knows more 
about the War Office than the right 
honourable Gentleman, but I believe 
there are few men who know less about 
the British Army. I hope I have not 
said more than I ought to say, but I 
judge the right honourable Gentleman 





tax, go 


to 


by what he says and what he leaves 
unsaid, and he tells us things which 
represent to my mind a state of mind 
which clearly shows that he knows 


nothing of what is going on in the minds| 
of officers and men. His mind is per- 
meated with War Office knowledge and 
War Office routine, but it not 
quainted with the details of anything 
which is actually going on in the Army| 
itself. If I have made my case clear [| 
venture to appeal to honourable Mem-| 
bers to give me the support of their 
votes, because if I can get one Member 
to tell with me I will go to a Division 
upon the matter. I am tired of hearing 
honourable Gentlemen telling me that 
they agree with me in principle in Army 


is ac- 
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Bill. 


matters, and saying strong things out- 
side the House, and then thinking that 
they serve their country by voting 
against their own views, for the purposes 
of Party, inside the House. My impres- 
sion is that no good ever will be done, or 
ever has been done in recent years, for 
the benefit of the Army unless it has 
been enforced by public opinion; and 
although this may be a small beginning, 
if I only get four or tive to vote with 
me, I am convinced that I shall have 
behind me among the officers and men 
a large amount of support and sympathy, 
far larger than the right honourable 
Gentleman perhaps would believe to be 
I move to omit clause 1. 


956. 


possible. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I am 
very unwilling at any time to give a 
hostile vote against a Government which 
has done so much for the: welfare of the 
soldiers, but I must say that I most cer- 
tainly think that in the clause which the 


| Government have pressed upon the Com- 


mittee they are carrying out the right 
thing in the wrong way. Everyone musi 
admit that it is an admirable thing to 


| have a small force ready to go anywhere 


at short notice, but it is my profound 
opinion that the Government have made 
a great mistake in endeavouring to carry 
cut this idea in the peculiar way they 
propose. Just assume for a moment the 
force required to go on an emergency to 
the West Coast of an emergency 
which may arise at any time, either next 
week or the week after—and supposing 
that this proposed system were in force, 
what sort of troops would we have to rely 
on in that emergency! Why, there would 
be four or five regiments sent out filled 
with Reservists just at the time when it 
is most desirable that every unit should 
be perfectly homogeneous. What is the 
one indispensable consideration for & 
force sent out under these circumstances, 
which probably will be in immediate 
action as soon as it arrives? Why, that 


Africa 


| non-commissioned cfficers and men should 


be thoroughly accustomed to each other, 
and should be used to working together, 
and should be ready for immediate action. 
But under the provisions of this proposal 
it is absolutely impossible that any regi 
ment sent out, filled, as it would be, at 
the last moment by men knowing nothinz 
either of one another or the non-coml- 
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missioned officers, should have that power 
of concerted action which it is essential 
that it should possess. Therefore, taking 
all these circumstances into considera 
tion, although I regret very much having 
to oppose the Government, I shall cer- 
tainly support my honourable Friend the 
Member for West Belfast if he goes to a 
Division. 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I should be sorry to reproach the 
honourable Member for West Belfast for 
the course he has taken, for it is quite 
certain that our forces are not what we 
want them to be, and I do not. believe 
that anybody in the War Office could ba 
found to say that they are in the posi- 
tion we desire them to be. This House 
may go on voting men, the War Office 
may call for the men, but they do not 
come, and it is only by rather a strain 
of the regulations that they are brought 
into service at the proper time. All that 
is true, and it is also true that we ara 
obliged to send regiments on an emer- 
gency which have to be made up in a 
very promiscuous fashion. Only the other 
day battalions from various quarters were 
sant up the Nile, and things turned out 
as might have been expected with British 
soldiers ; still, it was rather a happy-go- 
lucky system; it will hardly bear 
speedy repetition, and it is certainly not 
a system on which any military Power 
ought to rely to bring about a vindica- 
tion of its authority. But, admitting all 
this to be the case, when my honourable 
Friend the Member for West Belfast 
proposes to reject the first clause of this 
Bill, I would ask him what it is he pro 
poses to do in the present year if his 
Amendment is carried? Next year, 
doubtless, there will be a necessity for 
sending out small expeditions, and if 
this Bill be rejected, as the Bill of two 
years ago was dropped, we shall have 
no possible means of making up the re- 
quired force but the old and bad one 
of drawing on other corps. I 
could not for one, having as I have 
very deeply at heart the sense of the 
necessity for the country being protected, 
jon my honourable Friend in voting 
against the proposals of the Government, 
although they do not seem to be the very 
best that could be made. We ought to 
have our Army in a state of such efficiency 
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that it would be ready to meet small and 
temporary requirements. To me it seems 
a marvellous state of affairs that, con- 
sidering the enormous sums of money we 
spend cn our Army, we should not be 
possessed of even a couple of brigades 
ready to go anywhere at a moment’s 
notice. They need not necessarily be 
kept doing nothing, for they would be 
the first for foreign reliefs. The country 
is not prepared, or the Government is 
not prepared, to propose that which is 
necessary to carry that out. I have not 
the slightest doubt but what the country 
would prefer to pay market value for the 
class of men we want. It cannot be an 
unknown quantity ; it cannot be anything 
so very extravagant in order to attract 
men, especially with the inducement of 
the honourable associations of a soldier’s 
life. We should be left to the danger of 
disgrace if we did not make adequate 
provision for our Army. This is all part 
of the same thing. We cannot afiord to 
have a small force to meet every tem- 
porary emergency. We cannot afford to 
keep small armies for operations against 
various tribes; and it seems to me mar- 
vellous fer men here, who have gone on 
in this Way for many years, who have 
had opportunities for remedying some 
of the abuses, that, after all the 
emergencies which we have had, the 
Government do not make adequate pro- 
vision for maintaining our supremacy in 
the various parts of the world, and make 
those arrangements which are absolutely 
essential for the maintenance of that 
supremacy. It is all part of the same 
indifference, the same false feeling of 
security, from which one day, Iam afraid, 
we shall have a very rude awakening. 
I certainly am not prepared to vote 
against the Measure, however it is pre- 
pared, because I think the want of it will 
be considerable. Therefore, I shall vote 
against the Amendment of my honour- 
able Friend, and I think I shall not be 
without some support. 


*GrENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): I 
venture to think the principle laid down 
by the Under Secretary of State for War 
is entirely false as regards the duties of 
our main army. Are we to call up the 
Reserve for any small expedition that 
we may have in Africa, or any other part 
of the world? The right honourable 
Gentleman stated that all foreign armies 
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vall out their Reserves when they go on 
active service, but no foreign countries 
are in the same position as ourselves, 
except, perhaps, in a limited degree, 
France and_ Russia. I read an 
account this morning in connection with 
a conflict that took place in Central Asia, 
in which a Russian force was concerned, 
but I do not believe that on that occasion 
Russia called out her Reserves; neither 
do I think that France calls out her Re- 
serves when she is fighting tribes 
Algeria. 
not have a_ sufficient 
where on duty on 
Bill a make - shift 
The Government does not like it, 
the Opposition does not like it, this 
House generally does not like it, the 


, 


force to any- 
emergency. This 
Measure. 


20 


is 


Army does not like it, and 
Service Members do not like it at 
A+ the same time, like the honourable | 


in | 
I do not see why we should 


{COMMONS} 





Gentleman who has just sat down, we do | 


not wish to take the responsibility of 
opposing any Measure which the Govern- 
ment has brought in, under the 
present circumstances. The only other 
alternative is to follow out the present 
system, which has been denounced as 
objectionable ; that is, drawing out the 
vitals of every regiment on home service 
in order to fill up the regiments which 
are being sent out upon these frequent 
expeditions in which we are constantly 
being engaged. The inducements now 
held out by the present Government for 
soldiers to enlist are not by any means 


sufficient, and Icannot but regret that the] js able, but not much more than able, to 


Chancellor of the Exchequer did not see} 


his way to giving something useful te 


the British Army instead of taking this | 


6d. off the tobacco tax. The Under 
Secretary of State for War has acknow- 
ledged tha 
number of battalions fit to go on active 
service, but that would require a large 
amount of money. This Measure now 
before the House is certainly a cheap expe- 
dient which does not add a man to the 
Army or increase its efficiency in any 
shape or way. It is contrary to all the 
principles laid down ; but, as I said before, 
I would not like to undertake the respoa- 
sibility of opposing it, for this reason: 
it is the only expedient of this Govern- 
ment, which announced, with a zreat 
flourish of trumpets, that they were going 
to produce a great reform in the Army. 


we ought to have a certain| 
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tion of the War Office. A Committee 
has sat upon that matter, and has made 
recommendations which, we trust, may 
be carried out. There is the addition of 
14d. a day to the pay of the soldier, and 
the promise of a number of battalions, and 
this Bill is all we have got. I think 
the principle is wrong, and I sincerely 
hope that we shall have a further instal- 
ment of a better Measure next year, when 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer may be 
more liberal, and when this poor country 
may have some six or eight battalions it 
to at a moment’s notice ywhere 
where the interests of the British Empire 
may require. 


Sir H. 
(Stirling) : 


2 


go a 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


I have a good deal of sym- 


the| pathy with my honourable and gallant 
all.) Friend who has just sat down in the cir- 


cumstances in which he is’ placed, but I 
shall give my vote in this matter from 
a somewhat different motive. It is not 
altogether out of affection for Her 
Majesty’s Government that I support this 
clause, but because I believe that it would 
not be difficult to show to an unprejudiced 
mind that the proposal is a modest and 
effective proposal upon one hypothesis. 
Let me lay it down; it is this: that there 
is not to be any considerable change in 
the foreign policy of the Government 
involving larger demands upon the mili- 
tary forces of the Crown. As it seems to me, 
we are face to face with this fact, that 
the whole military system of the country 


meet its present requirements—what I 
may call the normal requirements—of the 
country. I am bound to say that if we 
are to have difficulties upon the West 
Coast of Africa, and engagements up the 
Nile at the same time, complications in 
South Africa at the same time, and full 
demands made upon our army in India, 
and proposals for the garrisoning of 
strong places in the Eastern seas, | am 
bound to say that I think the recruitable 
population of this country will not be 
able to meet the requirements of these 
sudden demands made upon them, and 
we shall be obliged to take strong mea- 
sures and tap another class of society, if 
I may be permitted to use so homely a 
word. But that is a serious question 
which I cannot discuss just now, and I 
only introduced it to show that the pro 


We have promises as to the reorganisa-| posal which is before us is a moderate 


General Russell. 








aa ee fe Ww 





961 Reserve Forces 





and efficient proposal, in the opinion of 
those responsible for the present military 
system, and the honourable Gentleman 
put this in its proper way before the 
House when he used the word which 
I have employed. Now, in this matter 
I have considerable knowledge, and my 
memory goes back a long time. A great 
deal has been said about authority in 
this matter, and general officers of great 
military and administrative experience 
were represented as being persons whose 
opinions ought not to have much weight 
in this House. The honourable Member 
opposite has gone a greater length than 
I have ever known attempted before, by 
reporting to the House what professes to 
be an account of some private meeting 
between certain Ministers and certain 
Members of this House. I know it is 
® somewhat unusual thing in Com- 
mittee 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I-speciaily 
asked the right honourable Gentleman if 
he had any objection to my stating the 
facts. I have no responsibility in the 
matter. 

Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not suppose that the honourable 
Member would feel any responsibility. I 
merely referred to the matter as 
being a novel incident in these debates. 
I have been acquainted with a great 
number of these high officers, whose 
tenure of office extends over a great 
many years. They have been men of all 
sorts of temperaments, as we are in this 
House. Some of them were accustomed 
to look forward in a sanguine spirit, and 
some to look backwards in a regretful 
spirit; but I have never known one who 
did not agree in saying that some such 
proposal as this was necessary to com- 
plete and make effective the military 
system of the country. What is the 
common sense of the matter’ It is 
simply this: we have our Army arranged 
for good or for evil, in such a way that 
we have a unit at home supporting a 
unit abroad, providing it with drafts and 
keeping it efficient. We ought to have 
an equal number of units at home as 
well as abroad, but we may say we have 
been for many years short in the forces 
at home which have to sustain che effi- 
ciency abroad. In the middie of this 
state of circumstances arises some small 
war, and men are required to be sent 








{7 June 1898} Bill. 962 


abroad, very often to a tropical climate. 
The men must be found somewhere. But 
what has been done hitherto has been 
that the men required were taken from 
the unit serving in this country. That 
is nothing new in the British Army. 
We often hear of this transference from 
regiment to regiment. It has always 
been the practice when one battalion 
required to be strengthened to fili it up 
by men obtained from other battalions. 
I have heard officers assert that there 
never was a battalion yet in the British 
Army from which the men would not be 
ready to go into another battalion for 
the sake of £1 sterling. That may be 
an exaggerated way of putting it; but 
it recognises this, that there has never 
been a close, cast-iron system, but always 
elasticity of the kind I have referred to. 
As I say, when this demand for an ex- 
peditionary force arises, men have to be 
taken from battalions serving at home. 
If vou take men from the Reserve, there 
is the difficulty of distributing the men’s 
position in the Reserve. It is that that 
has prevented some proposal of the kind 
being made ; it is the fear of aggravating 
the difficulty to the’ Reservists of finding 
employment. The Government came to 
the conclusion—and I think it was a wise 
conclusion—that if you make 5,000 men 
liable to this special service in the first 
year in the Reserve, in the year in which 
they are least settled—during the greater 
part of which, at any rate, they will not 
have settled down into civil employment 
—that is the time in which least harm 
will be done. Contining the liability to 
service to the first year is, I think the 
Committee will conclude, the commor- 
sense view of the matter. That is what 
is put before us. The Government are 
to have the power of giving an additional 
bounty to a limited number of men in 
the first year who will be available for 
filling up the gaps in any expedition 
that is necessary. That appears to mea 
way of meeting the difficulty which occa- 
sions the: least evil, and is most likely 
to be efficient. Of course, if this demand 
were to come on a large scale, if we 
are to go on year after year with all 
the accumulating obligations—I am not 
blaming anyone for it, I am dealing with 
facts—we must maintain our fortified 
stations and coaling stations all over 
the world. I believe that if this liberty 
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was given to the authorities a great 
many of those evils, those disturbances 
of our military system which have been 
so obvious in past years will be avoided, 
and not only the expeditions when they 
were required would be able to go out 
in a perfectly efficient condition, but the 
condition of the Army at large would be 
disturbed to an infinitely less extent than 
under any system that has yet been tried. 


CotoneL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrops., 
Newport): There are one or two matters 
which seem to me to be deserving of a| 
word of comment. I should like, in the 
first place, te recornise how much the 
Army owes to the courage and continuous 
attention the honourable Gentleman who 


opened this Debate has devoted to this | 
We 


{ COMMONS} 





subject. may, or may not, agree 
with him, but, at all events, he is a 
consistent advocate ior that which hs 
believes to be for the benefit of the! 


Army. Because I say that, it does not 
follow that I agree with him in all that | 
he I think it would hard to| 
say that he has not taken exceptional | 
opportunities of making himself as well 
acquainted with the position of the Army | 
as is possible for a civilian to do. But I| 
wish my right honourable Friend would 
only keep his mind open. I think we 
soldiers, we military Members, are in 
danger, in the course of this Debate, of 
being told that we are giving our con- 
sent to a suggestion with which the Army 
not in assent. I will have, on the | 
other hand, to recognise that if this is| 
to be put forward as a permanent solu- | 
tion of the difficulties with which the | 
Army is confronted, it would be ridicu- 
lous and absolutely inadequate. We 
must understand that the ideas contained | 
in this Bill are temporary—only intended | 
to meet existing necessities. [A Voice: 
“Why!”] My honourable Friend says 
why. f 


Savs. be 


is 


It is because we are face to face 
this year with conditions which make the | 
suggestions in this Bill of considerable 
imporance in attending to the immediate 
necessities of the military defences of the 
Empire. From that point of view this| 
Bill deserves some consideration. If the 
House were willing to adopt the larger | 
and wider views of my honourable Friend 
they could not be carried out this year or 
the next. We must allow for the posi- 
tion of any Government or any Minister | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. | 


| this 
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who has to deal with immediate and 
pressing necessities as they stand before 
us at the present moment. Honourable 
Members on the other side of the House 
may think they will put the Government 
into difficulties. Well, we have a certain 
amount of loyalty concerning the condi- 
tion of the Army; and I am sure my 


right honourable Friend who spoke 
last would have welcomed that 
loyalty on certain occasions. This 


Bill has in it some elements of good. 
The main element of good for immediate 
purposes is that which has been dwelt 
upon by the right honourable Gentleman 
who has spoken. It does attempt to 
limit the transfer of men from one 
battalion to another, and make possible 
the filling up of the gaps by an appeal to 
Reserve men rather than appeal to the 
men cf other regiments. The Bill 
deserves credit and supporé from that 
point of view. Let me say plainly that 
I think it is a makeshift forced upon us 
by the unsatisfactory state of the Army. 
I do not in the least blink that fact. 
There is no question whatever that no 
soldier would satistied with this, if 
it was to be the absolute outcome of the 
military ideas put before us. The right 
honourable Gentleman who has just sat 
down is perhaps one of the ablest critics 
of Army affairs we can have, but in 
this case he went upon the hypothesis 
that the population of this country will 
not demand greater strength than 
present. There is no person in this 
country whe will venture to think that 
it is safe to base a military policy upon 
that. We all expect that the needs of 
country will be amplified and 
increased, and we do not expect that the 
present numbers of the Army will suttice 
for the future needs of the Empire. I 
would also remind the Committee that 
we are, for the time being, building up 
the military system, with a belief in the 
Reserve forces. So far so good. I hope 
and trust that the country will not place 
tceo unlimited a confidence in them, and 
value them at a higher price than they 
are worth. The Reserve a 
valuable additional force, but we must 
remember that the Reserve is not in a 
high state of training, that it is not 
constantly called out, and that it is not 
up to the requirements. Yet we build 
the whole of the fabric of the military 
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system upon the idea that this Reserve 
is absolutely able to do all that we 
require in times of need. I do not want 
to underrate the value of the Reserve, 
but I say that the great danger is to 
overrate the value of the Reserve. I 
would remind members of the Committee 
that we have been rather accustomed to 
see our Reserve forces called out for 
rapid and quick expeditions, which have 
generally been crowned by quick victories 
after one or two engagements, and yet 
we have never seen them tested by the 
necessity of great discipline or long 
endurance, which may be vitally impor- 
tant to this country. Therefore I do 
think we soldiers are entitled to remind 
the Committee that absolute faith in the 
Reserve is hardly a thing that is likely 
to lead to the absolute efficiency of the 
Army. As a soldier I am not prepared 
to oppose the suggestion of the Govern- 
ment, in which I recognise a certain 
element of usefulness and value. 1 
recognise that in the immediate circum- 
stances of the present case it obviates 
some of the difficulties our regimental 
officers have declaimed against. But do 
not let anyone cennected with the 
administration of the Army think for a 
moment that because we soldiers support 
this Bill we are satisfied with it as a 
great measure of military reform. We 
regard it as a makeshift only forced upon 
the Government by the unsatisfactory 
condition in which the Army stands. It 
will not make a big mark in military 
history. In criticising the Government 
we have not forgotten the promise cf 
increased pay of the Army. I recognise 
fully the value of the proposals in the 
Bill. I attach the greatest value to the 
proposal to transfer from one battalion to 
another, and I recognise the difficulty in 
which the Government stands. At the 
same time I do not consider this any- 
thing more than a temporary Measure, 
though I am not prepared to _ vote 
arainst it. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I have 
listened to the speeches made by the 
honourable and gallant Members, and to 
that of the late Secretary for War, who 
sits on this side of the House. I am 
bound to say that if there was any 


justification for voting for the honour- 
able Member for Belfast’s Amendment 
they would find it in that speech. Here 
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are honourable Members in this House 
who are soldiers, and who are at liberty 
to have their own opinions. The honour- 
able and gallant Member for Manchester, 
with whom I will commence, told this 
Committee in the plainest way that this 
is a wretched makeshift on the part of 
the present Government, and the worst 
thing he ever heard of, and yet he is 
going to vote for it. Having informed 
the Committee his opinions of the Bill, 
he is going to vote against the Amend- 
ment of the honourable and gallant 
Member for Belfast. Now, we have heard 
from the right honourable Gentleman 
the late Secretary for War a statement 
containing his reasons for supporting the 
Government. He says that he will do so 
because it limits the amount of money 
the Government are going to spend. 
That is practically what the right 
honourable Gentleman’s suggestion is. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not recognise the words at all. 


Mayor JAMESON: The very curse 
of all military legislation has been that 
we have made the efficiency of the Ser- 
vice absolutely subservient to Party 
politics. I will never be a party to that. 
The Government are asking the country 
to believe thet they are getting 5,000 
men for defence duty, and they are not 
adding one man to the Reserve. It is 
wholly a farce and a sham, and to the 
whole of the first clause of this Bill I 
object. I congratulate the honourable 
Member for Belfast on kaving brought 
to the notice of the House the Amend- 
ment. I trust the honourable and gal- 
lant Member for Shropshire will recollect 
one thing—that he is a _ soldier first 
and a politician afterwards. I myself 
well remember that I am a soldier first 
and a politician afterwards. There are 
some 73 of us in the House, and instead 
of this extraordinary break-up of Mem- 
bers who have been in the Army, we 
should combine together in going to the 
Government, and then we could carry 
any Reserve we liked in order to secure 
the efficiency of the Army. I firmly be- 
lieve that Members who have been in the 
Army and know its wants will be acting 
against the best interests of the Army if 
they do not vote for the Amendment of 
the honourable Member for Belfast. 


*GrnzraL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): From my point of view 
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there are two very strong objections to 
the Measure. In the first place, it is 
proposed to take 5,000 men from the 
Reserve, and asking them to hold them- 
selves in readiness to serve at a moment’s 
notice. I ask any Member of this House 
if he would give any man a job with the 
full knowledge that at any moment he 
might be taken from him? And yet we 
profess to be trying to find employment 
for our men when they go to the Reserve. 
Recollect that this will not merely affect 
5,000 men in their first year of service. 
When a man leaves the Army it is his 
first year that shapes his career in civil 
life for the future. In that twelve months 
you will almost compel him to be a 
casual and a loafer, and the habit once 
acquired will go on for the rest of his | 
life. Practically, your Reserve men in 
after years will be all of that class. That 
is the way in which it will affect the 
Reserve very seriously. The other point 
is, will it give you an eeffctive fighting 
force! There the question to | 
whether it is worth while to spend money 
in getting a force that will be a fa:lure. 
It will be a composite force of men who 
do not know one another. Our experience | 





€ 
« 


is as 


of composite forces has not been ssatis- | 
factory. We tried one in the last attack 
on the Redan at Sebastopol, and again 


in disaster. Surely it is better 
to spend money on a_ force that 
will be effective. We are spend- 
ing £45,000 with the object of: get- 


ting a satisfactory result. That is a point 


this House ought to fully consider and | 


decide. I maintain that we shzil not 
have a satisfactory result from the expen- 
diture of this money. Recollect, again, 
that it is for small wars that this pro 
posal is made. Small wars are generally 


carried on with barbaious races, and 1n | 


dealing 
greater 
than you require when 
civilised forces. Take what happened 
lately. Your wounded are cut up at 
once; they are never spared; and you 
require men to thoroughly know one 
another and feel that they have a com- 
mon interest, and will not desert 
one another when wounded, when 
you send them on expeditions such 
as that. I say, therefore, ex- 
peditions ‘which you send against 
barbarous such expeditions, 


with barbarous races you require 
cohesion to stand against them 
fighting against 


in 


races, 


General Laurie. 
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| every book on the subject. 


| 25 years? 


| There 


| would be a wrong thing to do. 
| our present system, although it has some 
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of all others, should be composed of a 
cohesive and homogeneous force of men 
and officers who thoroughly know each 
other. My belief is that this will injure 
the Reserve and not effect the purpose 
you desire. I object most strongly to 


the Bill. 


CommanvdeR BETHELL (Yorks., E.R., 
Holderness): I am bound to say that 
when I first heard the proposal of the 
right honourable Gentleman I 
delighted with it. It seems to a 
modest and sensible method of enabling us 


was 


me 


| to carry onasmall war without any great 
| ieee 
| expense. 


I cannoi 
I have read 
I cannot see 
what objection there is to the proposal. 
Is it true that the men will not be 
trained? Is it true that there will be so 
little cohesion that the men _ will 
not reliable? What.’ have we 
been doing now for’ the last 
Have we not been successful? 
If it was cheaper, that would an 
advantage. What is the alternative? 
two. Either we must spend 
five times as much to keep some five or 


For the life of me 
find any objection to it. 


be 


be 


are 


| six battalions ready to take part in these 
| little wars of ours, or we might do what 


my honourable Friend opposite suggests 


: . : |—-we might take our military system to 
at Majuba, and in both cases it ended). , es, 
‘ | pieces, and put it together again, to meet 


this particular contingency. I think that 
IT think 


blemishes, is one that has answered very 
| well. So far from joining my honourable 
and gallant Friends in their criticism on 
this proposal, I heartily congratulate the 
| right honourable Gentleman upon it. I 
think it is one of the happiest sugges- 
tions that have ever been made in Par- 
liament, and I am only surprised that 
|the right honourable Gentleman did not 
propose it long ago. Perhaps I may be 
permitted to say, without presumption, 
that we naval and military men make a 
great mistake when we think we are 
always quoting the opinion of the Navy 
and Army in these questions. I believe it 
is a mistake to suggest to this House 
that the Army as an army, andthe Navy 
as a navy, object. In my belief, we 
weaken our position by quoting the Ser- 
vices as we do in that way. I congratu 
late my right honourable Friend upon his 
proposal, and only hope it will operate 
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with the success which is anticipated for 
it; but, if it does not, it can be altered, I 
daresay, without much inconvenience. 
Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield): I 
had no intention of speaking upon 
this subject until JI heard _ the 
speech of the honourable and gallant 
Gentleman who has just sat down, which, 
I think, showed that this Bill is very 
much misapprehended by honourable 
Members of this House. There are many 
objections, in my opinion, to this Bill, 
one of which is that men who have been 
out of training for some six months, and 
who have lost, to a certain extent, their 
efficiency, are called up to strengthen 
our Army. That is the first objection. 
Another and more serious one is 
CommanpdER BETHELL: I would just 
like to point out that it is the men who 
are only in the first year of their Reserve 
service who will be required, and they 
must be perfectly trained. : 
Mr. WARNER: I think the honour- 
able and gallant Gentleman has mistaken 
the meaning of my observation. I said 
men who have been out of military 
training for six months, and who have 
lost, to a certain extent, their habits of 
discipline. But another objection is that 
at a time when we wish to strengthen 
the Army here is a Bill the effect of 
which will be to rob our Reserve force of 
some of its very best men. The object of 
this Bill is to avoid the necessity of in- 
creasing our battalions up to their full 
strength. Instead of making our bat- 
talions ready to send abroad by means of 
fresh blood, you take men out of the 
Reserve, which we do not want to 





decrease, at a time when this country 
certainly looks forward, at no distaut 
period, to the possibility of war. Thea 
policy of keeping the Reserve up to its 
full strength is a good one, but this Bill 
robs the Reserve of a number of its men 
whenever there is a little war, and it sub- 
jects the men to an amount of active 
service, and, as I think, weakens the 
Reserve to a very serious extent. That 
in my opinion, is a serious objection to 
this Bill, and I shall certainly record my 
vote against it if it goes to a Division. 

*CotonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince): If, some time ago it had been 
understood what havoc was created in 
the Cardwell system by Sir William 
Mansfield, when he induced the Govern- 
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ment to send no man for service in India 
under 20 years of age—if that had been 
understood, and every commanding 
officer had been allowed to engage men 
in his own regiment, giving the Reserve 
pay and half as much again to Reservists 
who engaged for all wars, you would now 
have had regiments which could call 
on their own men for their own work. 
The only objection to that system was, it 
was suggested that the men could not 
find employment in the same way as the 
men in the Reserve service, who were 
only liable when the Reserve was called. 
Now, a great deal of nonsense has been 


talked about the Reserve men supposed | 


to be tramping about the country, a great 
many of whom are not soldiers at all, 
but pass themselves off as Reserve men. 
In my opinion, the nucleus of a regiment 
must have sufficient to absorb and assimi- 
late the Reservists. Now, speaking of 
Lord Haliburton—admirable public ser- 
rant as he is—his letters showed that he 
thought the soldier should be as inter- 
changeable as the parts of a rifle itself. 
It is the natural thing for the officer at 
headquarters to do. As men who have 
to act with young soldiers know, they 
are much influenced by regimental senti- 
ment, and when they have been some 
years in the Service that is not so much 
the case. In our Service we have some of 
the most distinguished officers, I admit, 
and we have a Reserve of 8,000—not 
merely a good Reserve, but .the best 
Reserve in the whole world for its 
numbers; but, at the same time, the 
nucleus which has to take it in is not 
sufficient, and I strongly advise the 
Government to do all that they can to 
make it sufficient. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: With re- 
gard to what the honourable Gentleman 
has stated, it is quite clear I could not 
approach the matter of which he spoke. 
I did attach great importance to the 
argument which I used, and thought it 
was strongly relevant to that which was 
addressed to me by the _ honourable 
Gentleman when he said we are to be 
pressed to accept this Bill because it had 
received the approval of the War Office. 
I pointed out that we had received simi- 
lar assurances on similar occasions, and 
I asked the right honourable Gentleman 
for permission to give the particulars 
which I gave, and therefore I have 
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nothing with which to reproach myself in | 
that matter. I am strongly in favour of | 
the Motion which I move, and although I | 
em indebted to the honourable and gal- | 
Jant Gentlemen who have spoken in favour 
of it, I regret that they find themselves 
unable to give me the advantage of their 
votes. I am content, however, with the 
expression of opinion which has been 


Reserve Forces 


given. The right honourable Gentlemen 
on both Front Benches support each 
other when matters of administrative 


detail are in question, but, with all due 
deference to them, I confess that in this 
matter I retain my own opinion. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): 
Many of us are inclined to support the 
Government in the more moderate pro- 
posal which they put forward rather than 
support the proposal of the honourable 
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men should be kept at Aldershot waiting 
and anxious for a job. May I ask the 
right honourable Gentleman whether the 
first clause in any way makes any inroads 
in the constitutional safeguards by 
placing in the hands of the executive 
Government the power of calling out an 
increased number of men without our 
consent? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: There is no ques- 
tion arising as to constitutional safe 
guards. This.House votes a number of 
men every year. and this merely provides 
that the Government may call out 5,000 
men. 


Question put— 


“That clause 1, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 121; 





Gentleman, that a permanent body of 


Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
salfour, Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch.) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt.Hn. SirM. H. (Brist’! 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Brodrick, Rt. 
Burt, Thomas 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 

Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe. Hon. Hubert V. 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc.) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald. Sir R. Penrose- 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


Hon. St. John 


AYES. 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Tohn E. | 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Captain 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord &. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hozier, Hon. James H. C. 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert M. 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhed) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. 2. 
Loder, Gerald Walter F. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
McCalmont, Mj-Gn.(Ant’m,N.) 
McKillop, James 

Marks, Henry H. 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mount, William George 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pender, James 

Phillpotts, Capt. Arthur 


Noes 46.—(Division List No. 125.) 


Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Richardson, Sir T. ‘Hartlep'l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie. Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Rovds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F. 8. (Chelt’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe. William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renf.) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUny) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wentworth. Bruce C. Vernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams. J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham.Quin, Maj. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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NOES. 


Bainbridge, Kmerson 
Bill, Charles 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doughty, George 
Duckworth, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Holden, Sir Angus 


Morgan, 2% 


Owen, Thomas 


Roche, Hon. J. 
Smith, Samuel 

Cuavse 2. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘one year’ and 
Warner.) 


“Page 2, line 4, leave out 
insert ‘two years.’ "—( Mr. 

Mr. WARNER There are two 
points in this clause which I do 
not think are quite realised, and 
the Amendment I have put down seems 
to be necessary. It depends whether 
the “one year” refers to the first part 
of the clause as well as the second. This 
clause deals with very different things. 
One part « deals with the question of the ex- 
tension of the places in which the Militia 
be ¢ mployed, and the other ag 
alling out of certain people 
the Militia. If the “one vear” ap] vlies 
to the extension of the first part of the 
will be really rather a serious 
injury, because the Militia cannot be, 
as it has always been, asked to volun- 
teer to garrison either Gibraltar or Malta, 
laces required to be garrisoned, 
und they have been required to stop 
there for more than a year. If you have 
a hard and fast rule that they may only 
be there for one year that will tie the 
Government down to bringing them back 
in time of war, perhaps at a most incon- 
enient time. If, however, it only 
applies to the second part of the clause 
I do not wish to press my Amendment. 
Then there is another point that I should 
like to have explained, and that is— 





clause, it 


or other )) 


“Shall be construed as authorising the em- 
ployment of any member of the Militia volun- 
teering to serve for a period not exceeding 
one year, whether an order embodying the 
Militia is in force or not at the time.” 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major 
Billson, Alfred | Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey. Thomas Willans 


Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare | Younger, William 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Roberts, J. Bry 
Robson, a Snowdon 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
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Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


J. Eustace 


(Carmarthen) | 


Yoxall, James Henry 

n (Eifion) 

TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
(Kerry, E.) Mr. Arnold-Forster and Mr. 
Brooktield. 

(Flint) 


I want to 
the word 


understand the use of 


“member.” I can quite 
understand that it is part of the 
plan of the Government to take the 
Militia. It 
serve, but this clause as it stands, or as 
I read it, leads to the possibility of the 
Government doing what may be called 
a War Office job by using Militia officers 
for the purpose of active service, which 


is practically another re 


is really the right of the Army when a 
small war is going on. The clause says 
Militia.” That, 

officer of the 
Militia, and might lead to the Militia 
officers being used 


“any member of the 


of course, includes any 


preference to the 
officers of the regular Army. 

*Mr BRODRICK: 
point of the honourable Member, the 
period of one year was adopted because 


As regards the first 


it was considered a necessary and con- 
venient period, so far as the service was 
concerned. The period of one year also 
As to the 
second query of the honourable Member, 


applies to the second part. 


there is not the slichtest intention to 


rely on this clause for the purpose of 


employing Militia officers preference 
to the officers of the regular Army, but 
rather on the contrary. 


Mr. BANBURY 


ham): 


(Camberwell, Peck- 
If I understand the right honour- 
able Gentleman correctly there is no 
danger of the honourable Member having 
to take active service. 
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Mr. WARNER: I do not think I quite 
explained myself properly with regard 
to whether the “one year” applies to the 
first part of the clause, which is in refer- 
ence to the embodied Militia. The ques- 
tion of the embodied Militia serving for 
more than one year is rather important. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: It is obvious that 
the first part of the clause cannot be 
carried out unless the “one year” also 
applies to the second part. 
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Question put— 

“That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 

Agreed to. 

Ciatse 3. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Leave out clause 3.”—(Mr. Warner.) 

Mr. WARNER: This is a point that 
has been put by my right honourable 
Friend the Member for Leicester, that 
it is an evasion of the system which has 
always been held to be part of the con- 


stitution of this country, of adding a| 
number of the men to the Army each | 


year. If this is carried in its present 
form, any number of men may be taken 
without the vote of Parliament in any 
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Question put— 

“That clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 
Agreed to. 


Clause 4 agreed to. 


| Bill reported as amended; to be con- 
| sidered on Thursday. 


| 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT) 


[EXPENSES]. 


(In the Committee.) 


Motion made and Question put— 


| ment, out of the revenues of India, of the 
| purchase money, compensation, and all expenses 
| which may become payable under any Act of 
the present Session to empower the Secretary 
| of State in Council to purchase lands in con- 
nection with the Store Department of the 
India Office."—(T'he Secretary of State for 
India. ) 


| 
| “That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
| 
| 


Agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported on Thursday. 


House resumed. 


year, and I think that is quite unneces- | 


sary. There is never any difficulty in 
getting a vote for the increase of 
the forces when needed, and I de 


not see why this clause has been inserted 


to do away with the constitutional sys- | 


tem. That system has existed for a 
long period, and has worked well, and I 
hope that the Government will strike this 
clause out, as it does not have any effect 
upon the working of the Bill. Prac- 
tically speaking, they never have their 


SHERIFFS’ TENURE OF OFFICE 


BILL. 
| Read the third time and passed. 





PRISONERS’ PERSONAL CORRECTION 
PROHIBITION BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Question put— 


“That the Bill be read a second time.” 


full numbers, and it would be practically | 


possible to work this Bill without this 
clause. 


| The House divided:—Ayes 38; Noes 
| 112.— (Division List No. 126.) 


AYES. 


Bainbridge, Emerson 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Colville, John 

Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 
Duckworth, James 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Jones, Wm. 





Hayne, ‘Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
(Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. | 
MacNeill, John G. Swift 
McArthur, Wm. 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W.R.) 


(Cornwall) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease and 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A.J. (Manc’r) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Brist’l) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
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NOES. 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen,Rt.Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Greville, Captain 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
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Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Capt. Arthur 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 





Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3ond, Edward 

srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Joan 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 

Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J, A. (Worc’r.) | 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon, T. H. A. E. | 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon, L. H. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart | 
Fergusson, RtHn. SirJ.(Manc.) 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Flannery, Fortescue 

(redge, Sydney 

Godson, Augustus Frederick 


Kemp, George 
Kenyon, James 


Lafone, Alfred 


SCHOOL BOARD VOTING BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made— 


“That the Bill be now read the second | 


time."—( Mr. Courtney.) 


Mr. COURTNEY (Bodmin): I beg % | 
move the Second Reading of this Bill. It | 
deals with the machinery regulating the 
voting at school board elections, and is 
of a purely permissive and experimental | 
character. 


Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Holland, Hon. Lionel Raleigh | 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 

| Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
| Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir J. W. 
McCalmont, Mj-Gn. (Ant’m,N.)} 
McKillop. James 

Marks, Henry H. 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Mount, William George 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


icase his vote is not wanted. 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F. S. (Chelt’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Verbysh.) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarksh.) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'dUny) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


with voting at school board elections, I 
should like to know whether it is a 
development of the minority voting 


| system, 


Mr. COURTNEY: I shall be glad to 
explain, although I think :t has been 
explained already. School boards are 
elected under the cumulative vote, and 
you cannot tell whether you overrate or 
underrate your strength. This Bill 
would allow the voter to indicate the 
person for whom he wishes to vote, in 
But it is 


/a purely experimental measure, and un- 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe | 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamBeruary, Bir- | 
mingham, W.): I hope, Sir, that | 
my right honourable Friend — will | 
explain the Bill, if it is only in general 
terms. I receive the recommendation of 
the right honourable Gentleman with a 
ttle suspicion, and, as the Bill is to deal 


| 





less a school board wishes it to be 
adopted, or if, having adopted it, it finds 
it an inefficient system, it may revert 
to the old method; it is an entirely 
optional and experimental measure. 


Mr. J. GRANT LAWSON (Yorks., N.R., 
Thirsk): The right honourable Gentle- 
man is always very clear in his explanation, 
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but the system of this Bill wouid 
reduce an election to a pure game of 
chance. Suppose there are five candi- 
dates, A, B, C, D, and E. According 
to my right honourable Friend’s Bill, the 
way you are to vote would be something 
like this: suppose you prefer B. Very 
well, you put his name first, then A| 
second, and so on. Then the papers are | 
all put on a very large table in heaps, | 
and you go on shuffling the cards until 
you have arranged that A, or one of the 
candidates, has an absolute majority of 
all the votes recorded. What would 
happen if no one could get an absolute | 
majority! I have not the faintest idea, | 
and it appears to be an alternative not 
allowed for. Well, after A has got his 








Belfast 
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absolute majority he is to be considered 
elected, and then all the other votes 
given to A first are to be distributed 
over the other four candidates until one 
of those gets enough votes. I repeat it| 
is a pure game of chance. Supposing | 
there are a certain number of votes given | 
to A first and B second and a certain | 
number to A first and C second. We will | 
suppose A gets sutlicient votes to be| 
elected. He gets them either out of A 
first and B second, or out of A first and U 
second. If A first and B second come up 
first, while A is being elected, then B loses | 
all those votes, because they have already 
gone to A’s poll; so B’s chances have | 
vanished altogether. If, on the other | 
hand, A gets elected by the assistance of | 
votes to A first and C€ second, thez | 
that puts C out of the running. I hope | 
I am making myself clear, because if I) 
were to carry out the condition of things | 
which would exist if there were 27 candi- | 
dates, I really think I should confuse the | 
House. But, confining myself to only five | 
candidates, I think I have made it pretty | 
clear to the House that this is a game} 
of chance as to who should be elected. | 
It strikes me as being a very interesting | 
system of chance, and my right honour-| 
able Friend suggests that it should be| 
tried. But I would ask him, where is| 
he going to find a town that is going | 
to try it? I surmise that they) 
will have to pay for the counters should 
they be willing to enter into this interest- 
ing game, because the counters will not 
play at it for nothing. An enormous 
number of counters will be required, be 
cause the system would be a very com- 


Mr. Grant Lawson. 





Riots. 


plicated one. What is wrong with the 
present system of school board elections? 
I know that we get exceedingly varied 
bodies represented upon the boards. Any 
party of any political or religious dis 
tinction can get its members on to the 
school board. Take, for instance, the 
Roman Catholics. They may be a smal] 
body in a city, but they hang very 
closely together. If people will take the 


trouble to notice school board elections. 


they will see that the Roman Catholics 
get in at least one of their representa- 
tives. That is an advantageous result of 
the present system, and I do not see 
why we should allow opportunities for 
trying experiments on that which is 
already working so well. There may be 
things in this country which are not 
working well, such as financial systems, 
which might be given over to my right 
honourable Friend for experiments, but | 
do not think this is at all a legitimate 
opening for that ingenuity which I am 
perfectly certain everybody will give him 
the greatest credit for. I hope, 
before this Bill comes on again, that 
every Member will make himself as 
thoroughly well acquainted with its pro- 
visions as I am, and that they will get 
up in their own rooms an imaginary 
game of playing at school board 
tions, under the principle contained —— 


elec- 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
And it being Midnight, the Debate 
stood adjourned until Thursday. 


BELFAST RIOTS. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid): 
Before the House rises I should like te 
ask whether any further reports have 
come to hand in connection with the 
riots at Belfast, and whether there has 
been any continuance of them. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arkinson, Londonderry, N.): 
No further reports of the riot have been 
received than have appeared in the 
Dublin papers, and I am happy to say 
that tranquillity had been completely 
restored at one o'clock this morning. 


House adjourned at 12.2. 
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Private Bill 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, Sth June 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at Ten 
minutes past Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


NEATH, PONTARDAWE, AND BRYNA- 
MAN RAILWAY BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


TORRINGTIN AND OKEHAMPTON 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 


the third time. 


GAINSBOROUGH GAS BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (PENSION) 
BILL. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That this Bill as amended be now con- 
sidered.” 
*Sr CC. DILKE (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean): Those of us who had 
intended to oppose the Second Reading 
of the Bill gave way on the understand- 
ing that the Committee would make no 
objection to the locus standi of the 
Amalgamated Society of Railway 


VOL. LVIII. 


[FourtH Sertss.] 


{8 June 1898} 
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Business. 


Servants in petitioning against the Bill 
if they did so. But that petition was 
withdrawn, and the Bill was passed as 
an unopposed Bill. It was withdrawn, I 
wish frankly to tell the House, because 
no single person employed by the Great 

Eastern Company would come forward | 
and give evidence in favour of an Amend- 
ment of the Bill. Under those circum- 
stances, the petitioners thought it impos- 
sible that they could make any effective 
use of the petition which they had pre- 
sented. I will make this further 
admission to the House: that the 
financial proposals of the Bill were so 
favourable to the railway servants that 
one could not wonder that they had 
taken the course they did with regard to 
it. On the other hand, looking at the 
matter as a public matter, and entirely 
apart from the particular financial 
interest of the railway servants involved 
in the case of that particular company, 
the Bill is still, in spite of the Amend- 
ments introduced, open to great objec- 


tion. The three main points which 
we in such cases always desire to 
secure are (1) that the servants 
should have the management, or a 


share in the management, of the funds ; 
(2) that a servant leaving the fund 
should be able to take his contribution 
out with him, and not sacrifice it; and 
(3) that the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies, as a public officer, should be 
put into the Bill to watch the working 
of it in order to secure full publicity in 
the future. On neither of these heads 
is this Bill satisfactory. The Registrar 
of Friendly Societies is not put into the 
Bill as he was put into the Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Bill of last year in a 
somewhat similar case, and a railway 
servant leaving the company cannot, 
by the Bill, take his contributions 
out, but sacrifices the whole of his 
previous contributions to the fund. 
On both these heads no satisfaction 
at all has been given to the public 
case. On the first head, by the Amend- 
ments put into the Bill and those now 
before the House, which are conse- 
quential Amendments, a small share of 
representation is given to the servantsin 
the governing body. As the Bill was 
introduced, no share was given to the 
servants. Under the circumstances, I do 


2R 
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not propose to trouble the House with 
a Division at this stage, but I 
think it desirable that those who 
objected to the Bill originally should 
mention the circumstances under 
which that opposition was withdrawn. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I desire to associate myself with 
the expression of regret of Sir C. Dilke 
that the very useful precedent set in the 
case of the Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Railway Bill of last year has not been 
followed in this case. I quite agree that 


the fact of the men refusing to 
give evidence before the Committee 
practically renders any efforts on 
our part useless; but I want to 
say, having considerable knowledge 
ot railway men generally, and of 


the men of the Great Eastern Company 
particularly, that that reluctance to come 
forward should not be construed into a 
consent on the part of the men them- 
selves to the principles embodied in 
the Bill. It has been said that there 
has been some concession made in the 
direction of giving representation to the 
men, but I feel sure that honourable 
Members who read the Bill and see the 
alterations must come to the conclusion 
that that concession for all practical pur- 
poses is useless. There are to be two 
delegates of the men; those delegates 
will be surrounded by the high officials of 
the company, and I venture to submit 
that that concession is really a disad- 
vantage to those of us who want to see 
those funds put upon a proper basis, be- 
cause it will give an appearance of repre 
sentation where it does not really exist. 
Being a new Member, I do not know if 
I shall be in order in carrying out my 
idea, but I should like to divide the 
House on this question. I see no reason 
why I should not do so on public grounds, 
because, after all, this is a most im- 
portant matter. 

Mr. SPEAKER: If the honourable 
Member proposes to divide upon the Bill 
the matter must go over to another day. 

Mr. MADDISON: I shall oppose it. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Then it must go over 
till to-morrow. It would be more con- 
venient if honourable Members would 
always state that at once. 


Debate adjourned ; to be resumed To- 
morrow. 


{ COMMONS} 
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MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


RHONDDA AND SWANSEA BAY 
RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


LIVERPOOL AND LONDON AND GLOBE 
INSURANCE COMPANY BILL. 
[H.L.] [STAMP DUTIES.] 


Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), CHarrman of Ways and Means, 
in the Chair. ] 


(In the Committee.) 


Question put— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the im- 
position of the following stamp duties upon 
certain memorials under any Act of the pre- 
sent Session relating to the Liverpool and 
London and Globe Insurance Company, viz. : 
For and upon the first memorial enrolled of 
the names of persons who shall be deemed 
held and taken to be trustees cf the com- 
pany, the sum of five pounds, and upon every 
other such memorial in which the name of 
any person shall for the first time be inserted 
as a trustee of the company, the sum of five 
pounds.” 


Agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


CLACTON-ON-SEA GAS AND WATER 
BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


COVENTRY CORPORATION GAS BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 





Sir C. Dilke. 
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MALDON WATER BILL. 


Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


BURNLEY CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS, 
ETC.) BILL. 

Reported ; Report to he upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


BRISTOL TRAMWAYS (ELECTRICAL 
POWER, ETC.) BILL. 
Reported; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


BRISTOL TRAMWAYS (EXTENSIONS) 
BILL. 
Reported; Report to lie unon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


BELFAST CORPORATION (HOSPITALS) 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Reported, with Amendments; Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRAMWAYS ORDER IN COUNCIL 
(IRELAND) LONDONDERRY AND 
LOUGH SWILLY BILL. 

Order [20th May], “That the Bill be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills,” read, and discharged ; 
Bill to be read a second time upon Mon- 

day next. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


EDINBURGH IMPROVEMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


{8 June 1898} 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL, 


Read a second time, and committed. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 
ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
BILL. 


In favour: From Boxley ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 
For weekly payment: From Yeovil ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
2R 2 
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ATTENDANCE OF CHILDREN AT 
SCHOOL (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Paisley ; to lie upon 
the Table. 












COUNTY COUNCILLORS (QUALIFICA- 
TION OF WOMEN (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

In favour: From Partick ; to lie upon 


the Table. 








DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Against : From Dover ; to lie upon the 


Table. 










EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Against State Regulation: 
Bath (4), Clifton, and Chipping Norton ; 
to lie upon the Table. 



























LICENSING. 
For alteration of Law: From 
mond West; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
In favour: From Paisley and Keith ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT (1894) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


lie upon the Table. 


PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Against: From 
upon the Table. 


Edinburgh; to lie 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Denny and Paisley ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 





Reports, ete. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

In favour: From Brighton, Swindon, 

Tittenhall, Wisbech, Durlaston, Croydon, 

Congleton, and Dudley ; to lie upon the- 


Table. 





In favour: From West Hartlepool ; to | 








SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

| In favour: From Bristol, Richmond, 
| Wragby, Hanley (2), Newburn, Walsham- 
| le-Willows, Nelson, Everton, Melmerby, 
| Wimborne, Benfieldside, Croydon, Buckie, 
| Workington, Ebchester, Durham, King- 
| ton, and Boston ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 


From | 


SUPERANNUATION 

BILL. 

Against: From Battersea ; to lie upou 
the Table. 


(METROPOLIS) 


Rich- | 


| TEMPERANCE REFORM (THREEFOLD 
OPTION) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

| In favour: From Paisley and Glasgow ; 

| to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
| 
POST OFFICE (PAY OF SORTERS, 
TELEGRAPHISTS, AND SORTING 
CLERKS AND TELEGRAPHISTS, ETC.) 
Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 16th March; Mr. Provand]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


GRAND JURY OFFICERS (IRELAND). 

Return presented relative thereto 
{ordered 24th March; Mr. Engledew] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
BRITISH POSSESSIONS). 

Copy presented of Annual Statement 
of the Trade of the United Kingdom 
with Foreign Countries and British 
Possessions for 1897 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Sixth Report brought up, and read; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





POOR LAW UNIONS ASSOCIATION 
BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered, 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


SOCIETIES’ BORROWING POWERS BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), CHarrman of Ways and Mgans, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 
Bill passed without Amendment. 
House resumed, 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


PHARMACY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), CHarrman of Ways and Means, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 
(luestion put— 


“That clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


{8 June 1898} 








Amendment Bill. 990 
Question put— 


“That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 
Agreed to. 


Question put— 


“That clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 


Amendment proposed— 

‘Page 1, line 22, after ‘thereof’ add— 

“*Qne-third of the total number of the mem- 
bers of the council shall consist of chemists 
and druggists. who are associates of the 
society.””—(Mr. Yoxall.) 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): The 
object of the Amendment I proposed to 
move is to prevent the present educa- 
tional test applied by the society to those 
who wish to rank as members from being 
lowered in the future. At present there 
are two tests applied in two ranks of the 
society ; the major examination qualify- 
ing for membership to the society, and 
the minor examination qualifying for 
associateship. The object of the Bill was 
to enable those who were now associates 
to become members without passing the 
I am aware that during the 
lapse of years the lower test has been 
made almost as stringent as the higher 
test used to be, and a good deal of my 
objection is removed by that considera- 
tion. If the honourable and gallant 
Member in charge of the Bill would be 
so good as to give me an undertaking 


higher test. 


as far as he can that the society will, in 
view of a subsequent Bill, take inte 
ccnsideration the idea of constituting 
those whe were now members fellows, 
so as to preserve the relative proportion 
between the present members fellows, 
ciates, in that case, between fellows 
and members, I shall be quite williag 
not to press the Amendment I have put 
down, and I hope for an assurance on 
that point. 


*Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): I 
do not like to pledge the Pharmaceutical 
Society, but I will bring to their atten- 
tion the suggestion of the honourable 
Member, and I do not believe there will 
be any opposition. 











991 
Mr. YOXALL: In that case I will not 


move it. 


Pharmacy Aets 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 


Clauses 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and schedule, 
agreed to. 


The following Amendment stood on the 
Paper— 

“Insert the following clause— 

“That nothing in this Act nor in the Act 
to regulate the sale of poisons, 31 and 32 Vict., 
c. 121, entitled the Pharmacy Act, 1868, shall 
apply to or interfere with the business of 
persons who are engaged in the sale, distribu- 
tion, or manufacture of insecticides, destroyers 
of vermin, or disease germs in plants, of ant 
destroyers, of preparations for prevention of 
disease in potatoes, grain, or other field or 
garden crops, or for the preservation and 
protection of plants from disease in greenhouses 
or in the open air, or for other such or similar 
purposes, or of sheep dips or wool dressings 
or other articles used for such purposes.”—/ Mr. 
Alexander Cross.) 


*Dr. CLARK (Caithness): In reference 
to the clause put down by my honourable 
Friend the Member for Camlachie Divi- 
sion of Glasgow I want to the 
Government, who, I understand, are prao- 
tically in favour of the Bill, what their 
intentions are with reference to that 
Amendment. My honourable Friend is 
opposing the Bill for this reason—that 
he is a wholesale seed merchant, and is 
in the habit of sending out to the farmers 
and cattle dealers antiseptic solutions 
for the purpose of killing vermin, and 
some of those antiseptic solutions con- 
tain scheduled poisons. My honourable 
Friend and others of his type are in 
the habit of sending out for various pur- 
poses these poisons wholesale in large 
quantities, mixed up with other things, 
and they have found that the society 
has prevented them from selling for com- 
mercial and agricultural purposes such 
poisons. I understand that the Govern- 
ment have practically pledged themselves 
to bring in a Bill to amend the Act, in 
order that seedsmen and other trades- 
men of that type might be enabled to 
sell such poisons, and that farmers and 
others might not be compelled to buy 
them from chemists at three or four 
times the rate charged by seedsmen. 
That is the reason why my honourable 
Friend opposes the Bill. Do the Govern- 


ask 


{COMMONS} 
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ment intend to bring in a Bill dealing 
with that matter! Otherwise I 
shall feel inclined to move the 
clause of my _ honourable Friend 
as an additional clause to _ the 
Bill, because the intention of the 
Bill in giving powers to the Pharmaceu- 
tical Society only to sell poisons is to 
prevent the sale of poisons or the sale of 
drugs for medicinal purposes only. There 
are in anti-fouling compositions poisons 
which the Pharmaceutical Society might 
prevent anyone else besides themselves 
from selling, and I want to understand 
that the Pharmaceutical Society will not 
use the powers which they obtained for 
one purpose for an entirely different 
purpose. I do not, of course, suppose 
that the Government Bill will be produced 
this Session, but I want to understand 
from the representatives of the Pharma- 
ceutical Society in the House that they 
will not use the powers which they get 
under the Bill in the direction I have 
indicated. At the present time the Act 
in force is an absolute farce. Until 
lately the nearest chemist’s shop to 
this House was kept by a man 
who is unqualified, but by calling 
his establishment a drug store, and by 
not selling certain poisons, he gets rid 
of the provisions of the Act. What ought 
to be done is to get the Act amended so 
that it shall not be used for the purpose 
of preventing the sale of poisons for 
other than medicinal purposes—for the 
purposes of seedsmen and agriculturists 
generally. I do not know whether the 
honourable and gallant Member in 
charge of the Bill can give us any pledge 
of that kind. If he cannot, I shall feel 
it my duty to move the clause. 


*Sir F. 8S. POWELL (Wigan): Doves 
the proposed clause come within the 
scope of the Bill, Mr. Lowther? 


Tue CHAIRMAN : I think so. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen, W.) : 


I do not think it matters for what pur- 
pose the poisons are going to be used. 
What we want is to stop the unrestricted 
sale of poisons. The Bill gives no addi- 
tional powers to the Pharmaceutical 
Society, and none of them can have any 
doubt that that society has done good 
work in the past in preventing that 
which my honourable Friend [Dr. Clark] 
has pointed out—that is the way in 
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which associations calling themselves 
drug stores are practically allowed to get 
out of the provisions of the Pharmacy 
Act, and to sell poisons without let or 
hindrance. This Bill has nothing what- 
ever to do with that question at all. 
What my honourable Friend said is really 
a question of a Bill to regulate the sale 
of poisons, and if I may give him advice 
it would be that he should not stir ap 
what is a very difficult question. If 
people are to be teld that very dan- 
gerous poisons indeed are to be sold by 
people trading under the guise of sellers 
of agricultural produce and agricultural 
manures, and other things of that kind, 
it will be raising a very dangerous 
and very difficult question, and a very 
threatening question, which I think my 
honourable Friend, if he is well advised, 
will not stir up at this present moment. 
Many of us think that there are a 
number of very dangerous poisons sold 
by agricultural chemists without let or 
hindrance. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
I should like to support the remarks of 
my honourable Friend the Member for 
West Aberdeenshire. We have had 
within the last few days a very striking 
example that it is extremely undesiraple 
to retain those very lax regulations, or 
absence of regulations, with regard to 
the sale of poisons. In the case which 
is present to all our minds the man com- 
mitted a frightful murder owing to the 
facilities under which poisons could be 
obtained in a chemist’s shop, and if 
public attention is drawn to the facili- 
ties for obtaining deadly poisons under 
the guise of merely agricultural pur- 
poses, surely the danger will be exceed- 
ingly great. I do not think my honour- 
able Friend will be well advised in press- 
ing the new clause. 


*Dr. CLARK: In reference to that 
matter, poisons in those forms for com- 
mercial purposes cannot be used for 
murder at all, because they must be 
mixed first with indigo blue or soot, so 
that they could not be used for the pur- 
pose of poisoning people. The clause 1s 
this— 


“That nothing in this Act nor in the Act 
to regulate the sale of poisons, 31 and 32 Vict., 
ce. 121, entitled the Pharmacy Act, 1868, shaJl 
apply to or interfere with the business: of 
persons who are engaged in the sale, distribu. 


{8 Juxz 1893} 
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tion, or manufacture of insecticides, destroyers 
of vermin, or disease germs in plants, of ant 
destroyers, of preparations for prevention of 
disease in potatoes, po. or other field or 
garden crops, or for the preservation and pro 
tection of plants from disease in greenhouses 
or in the open air, or for other such or simila. 
purposes, or of sheep dips or wool dressings 
or other articles used for such purposes.” 


Now, Sir, the condition of things at 
present is perfectly ridiculous, because 
you can buy some of the most powerful 
poisons which are not scheduled at all. 
Take, for instance, a poison which ia 
sold very plentifully—carbolic acid ; that 
is not scheduled as a poison, and yet it 
is one of the most dangerous poisons, 
although it can be bought by anyone in 
any quantity, anywhere. This Bill is 
only a small Bill for the purpose of ad 
mitting associates to the membership of 
the soeicty—in fact, it is merely for the 
internal arrangements of the society. I 
do not know whether there is anybody 
here on behalf of the Local Government 
Board, but I understand that they have 
a Bill in hand which they intend to bring 
in. We want legislation in order that the 
principle and object of the Pharmacy Act 
should be carried out, and that there 
shall be great restriction upon the sale 
of poisons, especially those which are 
not mixed with blue or soot, so as to 
prevent them from being used as humaa 
poisons. The schedule ought to be am- 
plified and amended in order to include 
all poisons ; and poisons like arsenic mixed 
with articles which you cannot separate 
very well except by a chemical process, 
and which no non-chemist could separate, 
should not be restricted. In the case 
alluded to by my honourable Friend they 
went to the chemist and bought any 
amount of poison. I think there should 
be a limitation as to the amount of 
poison to be sold, and thera should bs 
strict conditions under which it should 
be sold, and I ask the Government 
whether they intend to bring in a Bill 
to amend the Pharmacy Act in one cr 
two particulars. Can I get any informa- 
tion from the Government respecting 
this? 


Toa CHAIRMAN: The _ honourable 
Member for Wigan asked me whether this 
clause was in order or not, and I said 
it was; but, after hearing the arguments, 
I must confess that I have made a mis- 
take, excepting so far as the first few 
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words of the clause go, and, if the clause 
is to proceed at all, the words relating 
to the amendment of the Pharmacy Act 
must come out, because they are not 
really germane to this Bill. The clause 
will be in order if it remains in this 
form— 


Pharmacy Acts 


“That nothing in this Act shall apply to 
or interfere with the business of persons who 
are engaged in the sale, distribution, or manu- 
facture of insecticides,” 
and so on to the end of the clause. The 
words— 

“Nor in the Act to regulate the sale of 
poisons, 31 and 32 Vic., c. 121, entitled the 
Pharmacy Act, 1868,” 


must come out. 


*Dr. CLARK: 
will move it in 


To put it in order, i 
that form. 


*Sre F. 8S. POWELL If the 
Committee will allow me a moment. 
I very much deprecate entering upon 
a discussion of this subject. This 
is not the time to relax the law 
relating to the sale of poisons. The 
experience of the last few months 
has shown the necessity for rigid super- 
vision of poison for the protection of the 
health and life of the people. Although 
the clause in its new form may be tech 
nically within the rules of the House, | 
certainly think it is, to use a colloquial 
expression, a somewhat strong order to 
insert any provisions relating to the sale 
of poisons in a Bill dealing with the 
internal constitution of the Pharmacew 
tical Society. It is certainly an extremely 
inconvenient course, and I do not think 
it is quite fair to the public. The public 
have a very large interest in the safety 
of life and in the prevention of the salo 
of poisons which are injurious to health, 
and I do not think it is a reasonable pro 
position to introduce a suggestion of thir 
kind into a Bill dealing simply and solely 
with the constitution of the society. 


*Mr. BROOKFIELD: I trust that the 
honourable Member for Caithness will not 
proceed with this proposal. I do not in- 
tend to try and analyse the honourable 
Member’s motive in bringing it forward, 
but I do not think his object is at all the 
same as the object of my honourable 
Friend the Member for the Camlachie 
Division of Glasgow. The object of the 
The Chairman, 
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honourable Member for Caithness is to 
restrict and regulate the sale of poisons, 
and to make it more difficult for people 
to buy them, and, whatever their object 
in so doing may be, he wishes their sale 
to be put under a thoroughly sound re- 
striction, and to enlarge the schedule 
rather than diminish it. On the other 
hand the object of the honourable 
Member for the Camlachie Division (I 
am not imputing any criminal motive to 
him) is to facilitate the sale of poisons, 
and the particular poison for which he 
is responsible is, I believe, sold for a 
very useful and proper purpose, but [ 
think that most Members of the Com- 
mittee will agree that so serious. a pre 
posal as is contained in this new clause 
should not be tacked on to the end of 
a Bill for the better government and con 
stitution of a perfectly harmless and re 
spectable corporation. I carnot therefore 
accept the proposal, although I sympa 
thise entirely with the intentions of the 
henourable Member for Caithness in 
bringing it forward. I trust he will with- 
draw the clause. 


Mr. BURNS (Battersea): It is. evident 
from this discussion that the facility with 
which many poisons can be obtained 
makes the Pharmacy Act appear to be in 
® most unsatisfactory condition, and the 
honourable Member who has. charge of 
this Bill had better tell his friends the 
Pharmaceutical Society, who are respon- 
sible for introducing it, that though this 
Bill heightens the qualification for future 
members of the society—and in that 
respect everyone will welcome their pro- 
posals—yet they have not discharged their 
duty to the House of Commons by merely 
having improved the status of their 
future members, and they should not rest 
content to leave the general question of 
poisons in its present most unsatisfactory 


condition. I suppert the general ob- 
jects of this Bill. Anything that 
would educate a chemist or  any- 


one else is a subject for my support, 
and I believe the average chemist and the 
mixer of poisons is capable of much edu- 
cation in the right direction. I believe 
that when preperly educated and pro- 
perly qualified and controlled, the 
sale of poisons will be considerably re- 
stricted to the proper persons. But I 
venture to say that it is not swfficient 
for the chemists and druggists and the 
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Pharmaceutical Society to get this Bill 
through. As I said before, they have 
got to recognise their greater duty to 
the public, and that is that as soon as 
they put their own house in order they 
must join either with the Government 
or with the honourable and gallant Mem- 
ber who has charge of this Bill, and put 
the sale of poisons in such a condition 
that the wholesale seed merchant and the 
seller of sheep dips and of marine 
scaling composition and of agricultural 
manures, who are trading bond fide in 
eoods which must have poison as one of 
their principal ingredients for the pro- 
fitable carrying on of their business, 
shall not be handicapped by the exclu- 
sive and elevated qualifications that this 
Bill gives to the Pharmaceutical Society. 
Ii the honourable and gallant Gentleman 
will accept that useful suggestion he will, 
I think, facilitate the passing of his Bill. 
Turning to another subject, I should like 
to point out, and even if he gets this Bill, 
that the character of the students and 
the members of the society are as high 
as this Bill will allow them to be, he has 
still got to tell the society that there 


have been recent poisoning cases in which 


members of this society have shown great 
laxity within the last four or five months, 
and that has got to be rigorously sup- 
pressed by the society itself. Take, for 
exunple, that frightful tragedy, the 
poisoning by herself of Mrs. Aveling, 
at Norwood. I am convinced that if the 
themist and druggist who sold that 
poison had done his duty, both to the 
society and to the public, that that 
lamentable event might have been 
avoided. The mere passing of a Bill 
will not prevent a recurrence of these 
things unless the Pharmaceutical So- 
ciety impresses upon their members the 
necessity for putting into operation the 
law with all the vigour and rigour they 
are capable of. Acts of Parliament are 
all very well in their way if they are 
good, but if the men who enforce them 
and the regulations that assist their 
enforcement and administration are guilty 
of great laxity, there is not much good 
even in an Act of Parliament. I would 
suggest to the honourable Member who 
is likely to get his Bill to-day to read 
into this Bill the various suggestions 
Which have been made for the future 
regulation of the sale of poisons gener- 
ally, and to tell his friends, the Pharma- 


{8 June 1898} 





Amendment Bill. 998 


ceutical Society, that when they get this 
Bill they must use it with greater courage 
and greater discretion than the other 
Acts and regulations have been used in 
the interests of the public. Generally 
speaking, I approve of the objects of the 
Bill, but I trust that the Government, 
who ought to be responsible for the 
better regulation of the sale of poisons, 
will take note of the discussion to-day, 
and put the whole question of the sale 
of poisons, both for medicinal and com- 
mercial purposes, on a satisfactory basis, 
and back this present Bill up by a more 
general Bill, which the public necessities 
undoubtedly demand, and which the 
Pharmaceutical Society and _ profession 
generally ought to assist the Government 
in passing by every means in their 
power. 


CoLoNEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): I think I must ask my hon- 
ourable Friend not to press this Amend- 
ment. I also shall be a sufferer in a 
small way if the exclusive sale of poisons 
is confined to the society, because the 
anti-fouling compositions, of which we 
use large quantities for our ships, con- 
tain a very large proportion of arsenic, 
and if we are restricted it will probably 
handicap our business. I am greatly in 
favour of making the sale of poisons as 
difficult as possible, but still not so as 
to handicap their sale in a wholesale 
way, so as to make it absolutely impos- 
sible for any person to use them in the 
way of business. Sold by tons, and 
skilfully disguised, I do not think there 
is any danger in leaving their sale in the 
hands of the people who at present dis- 
pose of them. I hope my honourable 
Friend will withdraw his Amendment. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: I would ask 
my honourable Friend, who represents 
the Local Government Board, if he will 
tell us what the intentions of the 
Government are with regard to the 
Poisons Bill which has been promised. 
This is not a Poisons Bill, and the 
Amendment indeed is entirely out- 
side the scope of the Bill. I 
agree With my honourable Friend in 
this, that if by some other means the 
general status of the Pharmaceutical 
Society can be raised we shall have 
much greater earnest of their desire to 
exercise the most rigid precautions in 
the matter of the sale of poison. I know 
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enough of their intention to promise 
this in their name, that they will give 
the Government the most ample support 
in passing a really good Poisons Bill so 
as to place this great question on a more 
sure and safe footing. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
Although this Bill does not come at all 
within the scope of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, yet, having listened to the 
Debate, I think that the honourable 
Member for Caithness will be well ad- 
vised to withdraw his Amendment, 
because it raises questions which can 
be very well avoided in this Bill. 

*Dr. CLARK : 


I do not at ali wish to 


stop the progress of this Bill. On the 
contrary I would advance it. But I do 


the Government this fact, 
that the present condition of things is 
very There any 
number of deadly poisons which are sold 
unrestrictedly. In the schedule to the 
Act of Parliament the list of poisons 
is a regular farce. Take, for instance, 
cyanide of potassium, which is probably 
one of the most deadly poisons. That is 
used very largely in Wales, and if you 
are making any change that poison 
should be scheduled. The reason why the 
honourable Member for the Camlachie 
Division of Glasgow brought forward this 
Amendment is because he is a 
wholesale seedsman—just as my honours 
able Friend the Member for Kilmarnock 
Burghs has used tons of arsenical pre- 
parations upon his ships. The Phar- 
maceutical Society brought a prosecution 
against my honourable Friend who put 
down this Amendment. because he was 
selling them, and it was in consequence 
of that prosecution that he put down this 
Amendment. I have pressed upon the 
Government the condition of affairs, and 
I hope that something will be done to 
still further restrict the sale of poisons, 
especially in quantities that will destroy 
human life. At present anyone can go 
and give a fictitious name and purchase 
as much as would kill every Member of 
this House. What want is to have 
still further amendment in the Pharmacy 
Act and in the schedule of poisons. 
Perhaps by and bye the Government will 
get time to consider the matter. I beg 
to withdraw the Motion. 


press upon 


unsatisfactory. are 


ve 


Dr. Farquharson. 
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Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 

House resumed. 

Bill reported without Amendment. 
On the Motion for the Third Reading, 


Mr. BURNS: On the Third Reading 
I should like to have some expression of 
opinion from the honourable and gallant 
Member as to whether he is going to 
communicate to the promoters the result 
of the general discussion on this Bill. 


*Mr. BROOKFIELD: So far as I am 
responsible, I shall communicate to the 
society the wishes of the honourable 
Members and others that the society 
should give the most strict attention to 
the subject of regulating the sale of 
poisons ; and if I can also persuade them 
to follow any proposal that the Govern- 
ment may make in the same direction, it 
will be my duty to do that as well. I 
entirely sympathise with the views the 
honourable Member has expressed, and I 
may venture to remind hjm that the 
whole scope and intention of this Mea- 
sure relating to the composition of the 
Pharmaceutical Society is to give a more 
democratic character to it than it has 
ever had before. 

Mr. BURNS: I thank the honourable 
and gallant Gentleman for his sympathy, 
and I beg to assure him that democracy 
does not go to the extent of allowing 


people to poison each other. 


Bill read a third time. 


POST OFFICE ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 


Penrith), CHarrman of Ways and. Meays, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 
CuavuseE 1. 
Amendment proposed— 


“At end, add— 

“*And when a district council propose to 
exercise such powers, the parish council, or, if 
there is no parish council, the parish meeting, 
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of any parish wholly or partly situate in any 
such contributory places shall have consented 
thereto.” ”"—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To THe 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, 
Preston) : The real reason for this Amend- 
ment is that there might be cases where 
a district council has parishes all run- 
ning, say, noth and south, and in which 
northern parishes might be willing to 
guarantee the post office, whilst the 
southern parishes would derive no bene- 
fit, or very little, therefrom ; and what we 
want to do is to see that these southern 
parishes shall not be called upon to con- 
tribute without their consent having been 
obtained. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 


“That the clause as amended stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


CLAUSE 2. 
Question put— 


“That clause 2 stand part of the Bin.” 


Agreed to. 


NEw CLAUSE. 


“That the Act shall not apply to Scotland 
or Ireland.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): My 
object in moving this clause is to make 
clear. I 


sill cannot apply to 


the matter quite know, of 
course, that the 
either country, but I want it perfectly 
plain on the face of the Bill. There is 
nothing in the Bill which would apply 
to Scotland, because we have no parish 
meeting and no rural district councils ; 
all we have got are county councils and 
parish councils, but I may point out 
that a great inconvenience arises in a 
Bill of this kind being brought on 
which on the face of it relates only to 
England, because a Bill in almost the 
Same terms was introduced, and I 
pointed out that the objects of that Bill 
were totally inapplicable to the case of 
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Scotland, and with the knowledge of the 
Lord Advocate I put down an amend- 
ment to the effect that it should not 
apply to Scotland or Ireland, and now I 
find this is practically the same Bill. I 
am sorry the Lord Advocate is not here. 


Mr. HANBURY: This Bill does not 
apply to Scotland at all. I will explain. 
The Act of 1881 referred to in this Bill 
did not apply to Scotland at all. The 
provisions of that Act only apply to Scot- 
land by the subsequent Act of 1892, and 
that Act is not referred to in this Bill. 
Therefore the provisions of this Bill do 
not apply to Scotland. 


Mr. CALDWELL: That is exactly 
what the legal people in Scotland say. 
It is only by implication that this Bill 
does not apply ; and the legal profession 
in Scotland have brought it under our 
notice that it is important where a Bill 
may by implication apply to Scotland 
it should bear on the face of it the 
fact that it does not apply to Scotland,. 
and there is quite a general consensus of 
opinion as to that. By implication this 
Act may be thought to apply to Scotland 
because there are parish councils in 
Scotland as well as in England. That is 
the arrangement I made with the Lord 
Advocate that we should make it per- 
fectly clear that where a Dill does not 
apply to Scotland, and is not intended to. 
apply to Scotland, it should bear it on 
the face of it that it did not apply. 


*Dr. CLARK: I shall be very glad to 
see this Bill made applicable to Scot- 
land, cvecause it is wanted in some parts 
of the Highlands of Scotland as badly as 
anywhere. I am rather afraid that 
in its present form Scotland is excluded 
because it applies to the Post Office Tele 
graphs Act, 1881, but if it could be made 
to apply to Scotland it would be 
very useful. Some of our parish councils 
would be very glad indeed to get power 
to have telegraph communication, be- 
cause it would be very convenient to 
them, and they would willingly pay for 
it, but, as I have said, I am afraid that 
in its present shape it cannot apply. T 
quite sympathise with my honourable 


Amendment Bill. 


Friend that sometimes we unconsciously 
legislate for Scotland, and I think that 
when we are legislating for one country 
or the other, we ought to have a final 
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clause to determine as to where the Act 
shall apply. At present, as far as the 
Bill now under consideration is  con- 
cerned, we do not know where it will 
apply, or whether, if the Irish Local 
Government Bill becomes law this Ses- 
sion, it may not apply to Ireland. 1 
think that something in this direction is 
required to let us know what we are 
doing. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (York, N.R., 
Thirsk): I am very much surprised that 
the honourable Member for Mid Lanark 
has proposed such an Amendment. He 
is usually one of the keenest advocates 
of the rights of Scotland in any legisla- 
tion brought forward in this House. On 
general principles I object to a clause of 
this sort—on general Unionist principles. 
My idea is that every Bill should apply, 
as far as possible, to every part of the 
United Kingdom. I do not like this 
separatist form of legislation, or separa- 
tist form of new clauses. I have sat in 
this House on several occasions, and 
heard discussions on post office facilities 
for Scotland, and the cry has always 
been that the Imperial Exchequer should 
provide these telegraphic or Post Office 
facilities for the people of Scotland. In 
Fngland we work on another principle 
altogether. We like to pay our own 
expenses as we go along, as far as pos- 
sible. Our councils are ready to contri- 
bute out of the rates for the procuring 
of additional facilities of this character. 
Scotland, apparently, is not. She desires 
to have these things paid for out of the 
Imperial Exchequer. I suspect that the 
honourable Member for Mid Lanark, by 
putting in this limiting clause, and so 
preventing the district and parish coun- 
ceils in Scotland from having the oppor- 
tunity of providing out of their own 
funds for these facilities, is anxious to 
strenethen his case when he comes to 
say that the Imperial Exchequer must 
find the funds. If this Bill does not apply 
to Scotland, what will happen? We shall 
have appeals, as we have had year after 
year, that the Post Office should find 
these facilities. The honourable Mem- 
ber’s argument will be strengthened. He 
will say that this House has decided that 
the local authorities in Scotland shall 
not have the power to do anything for 
themselves. I desire that the Bill should 
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extend to every part of the United King- 
dom, as far as it is capable of being so 
extended. The honourable Member for 
Caithness has pointed out that it is quite 
possible that, owing to legislation, sooner 
or later, this Bill will apply to Ireland. 
I am perfectly certain that it cannot 
apply to Ireland, because there are no 
rural councils and no parish meetings. I 
cannot at all imagine an Irish parish 
meeting. There are, I understand, parish 
meetings in Scotland. 


Mr. CALDWELL: No. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I hope 1 
shall not be taken as setting up as an 
expert in the law of Scotland, because 
that is one thing which no man not born 
in Scotland can possibly understand. I 
have been asked to contribute to parish 
expenses in Scotland, and ‘from that I 
gather that there are parishes in Scot- 
land, and the Local Government Bill 
gave them some form of local govern- 
ment. It will be news to me if that local 
government is not in the form of a parish 
meeting or a parish council. If it is 
parish councils, they can be made to have 
the facilities which are given under this 
Bill expressly to England and Wales. I 
hope that for these reasons the honour- 
able Member for Mid-Lanark will not 
press his new clause to a Division. If 
he does, I shall vote against it, on the 
ground that we desire to do good to all 
parts of the United Kingdom by this 
legislation. 


*Dr. CLARK: The desire of this House 
should be to legislate in such a fashion 
as to command the confidence of the 
country. If we are to have legislation on 
the lines just laid down by my honour 
able Friend, then the people of Scotland 
would look with contempt on the charac- 
ter of the legislation coming from this 
House. Here is a Bill for the purpose of 
giving certain powers to three differently 
organised bodies in England, and we 
have nothing at all analogous in Scot 
land to any of the three. We have no 
rural district council in Scotland, and we 
have no parish meeting. We have got a 
parish council, but, although it is the 
same name as you have in England, it 
has entirely different functions alto 
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gether. Our parish councils are our 
poor law boards. They have existed a 
long time in Scotland, but under another 
name. Formerly they were called paro- 
chial boards ; now they are parish coun- 
cils, and their work is entirely for poor 
law purposes, although we have simpli- 
fied them, and given them some extra 
powers. If we are going to legislate, let 
us understand what we are doing, and not 
let us have English Members, who evi- 
dently are entirely unacquainted with 
the condition of things in Scotland, legis- 
lating for conditions which they do not 
understand anything about. I should 
like to see our parish councils having this 
power. We desired to have this power 
for our countv councils. We were de 
feated by the Government, but we have 
not got the same need for it now as when 
we fought this question before. But I do 
protest against the fact of English Mem- 
bers bringing in a Bill that applies to 
England, and suits English customs, and 
then trying to apply that Bill to Scot- 
land, where it does not suit, and that 
that Bill is so veiled that Scotch judges 
have to waste their time over them, and 
have to come to some hap-hazard conclu- 
sion. The Bill ought to be limited by 
the last clause, so as to determine that 
it is not intended to apply to Scotland. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark, Par- 
tick): I think this Bill ought to make 
it clear, one way or the other, whether 
it applies to Scotland or not. For my 
own part, I quite agree with the sugges- 
tion that it ought to be made to apply 
to Scotland. The honourable Member for 
Thirsk avowed, frankly and candidly, hia 
ignorance of Scotch affairs, and I think 
that his opinions of Scotland are pretty 
nearly derived from the places where he 
has spent happy autumns. I think that 
the same facilities which are granted by 
this Bill to England ought to be given 
to Scotland, but you cannot do that under 
this Bill. The terms of this Act are quite 
inapplicable to Scotland, and, supposing 
that, by a liberal construction, it were 
made to extend to Scotland, it would 
raise all kinds of difficulties. If the Bill 
is to extend to Scotland, the only way 
would be on the Report stage to get a 
clause put in in proper terms for apply- 
ing to Scotland. There will be a Report 
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stage, because the Bill has already been 
amended, and if similar facilities are to 
be given to Scotland as are given to Eng- 
land—and they might do good, and could 
not possibly do harm—I think that the 
promoters of this Bill should draw up a 
short and appropriate clause, incor- 
porating the terms by which it should 
be made applicable to Scotland. I am, 
therefore, entirely opposed to the clause 
proposed by the honourable Member for 
Mid Lanark. 


Mr. CHANNING: I should like to 
suggest to the promoters of this Bill that 
it would be advisable for us to get it as 
it stands for England, and then let the 
Scotch Members bring in a Bill dealing 
with the extension on their own lines. 
I think there is some risk at this com- 
paratively early stage of the Session of 
losing the Bill by attempting to restrict 
it with a view to meeting conditions 
which it is obviously not intended to 
meet, and which will require much con- 
sideration. I venture to submit to my 
honourable Friend that he should accept 
the new clause. and allow the Bill to have 
its obvious application. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I think it is pretty 
clear that the Bill will have to state, om 
the face of it, whether it will have to 
apply to Scotland or not. The Secretary 
to the Treasury says that, on the face 
of it, it does not apply to Scotland, and 
then another honourable Member says 
that it ought to apply, and if you do not 
put in this clause it means that it will 
apply. Obviously that is a condition of 
affairs that ought not to be allowed to 
remain on the Bill. Legal authorities in 
Scotland have pointed out the incon- 
venience of any Bill which, on the face 
of it, is only meant for England, and 
yet, owing to the absence of restrictive 
words, gives rise to a great deal of 
litigation and doubt. If the Bill, as the 
right honourable Gentleman says, is not 
intended for Scotland, it should say so. 
In this particular case the Lord 
Advocate has agreed that the Bilt 
does not apply to Scotland, and 
there are certain special circumstances 
connected with Scotland known to. 
the Lord Advocate, but not known 
generally to Members of this House. 
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There was passed in Scotland last year 
a Congested Districts Act, the effect of 
which is to confer upon the District 
Board the power to give guarantees of 
the description mentioned here. Now, 
you have no corresponding provision in 
the case of England, and, therefore, we 
have conferred, in the case of these poay 
districts, the right out of the Congested 
Districts fund to provide guarantees. 
Very well, it is obvious that we are not 
going to reconstitute now the parish 
councils as a new authority. The result 
will be this: that the Congested. Dis- 
tricts Board will say, “We won't give 
this guarantee ; go to the parish council 
and get the guarantee from them, for 
they have the power”; and then the 
parish council would say, “We are not 
going to give this guarantee; go to the 
‘Congested Districts Board.” Here is a 
Bill which, on the face of it, did not 
‘apply to Scotland, and upon which the 
Debate did not take place until after 12 
o'clock at night, and it was understood 
that this Bill was not to apply to Scot- 
land, and if it does it will militate in the 
future against Bills being carried after 
12 o'clock. In a Bill of this kind, which 
evidently relates to the common law of 
Scotland, why should the Lord Advocate 
not be consulted? Why should we not have 
the Scotch Office represented? The Lord 
Advocate says the phraseology does not 
apply to the case of Scotland. Now, with 
his consent, I put down an Amendment 
upon a former occasion that it shall not 
apply to Scotland. I may mention that 
the whole object of this Bill is that the 
Post Office—which, in the case of the 
Highlands of Scotland, hitherto 
provided these postal facilities in these 
districts—will throw the burden upon 
the parish council, and so you shift the 
responsibility off the Post Office, which 
is deriving a large revenue, and allow it 
to get rid of responsibility which, up to 
the present, it has discharged. If the 
case of Scotland is to be included, we 
ought to have the opportunity of a 
Debate upon the Second Reading; and 
I can simply state this, that in future I 
shall take very good care that Bills of 
that kind shall not be allowed to pass 
the Second Reading, as sometimes they 
are allowed to do, and honourable Mem- 
bers opposite will have themselves to 
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blame for the result if they persist in 
putting forward and applying these Bills 
to Scotland, because, when the Second 
Reading was passed, it was upon the 
understanding that it would apply to 
England alone, and which we did not 
think concerned us. I must certainly 
insist upon this Amendment. 

Mr. GRANT LAWSON : It appears that 
the object of this Bill is to give to the 
Scotch people more opportunities of press- 
ing the postal authorities than they have 
had before. The honourable Member for 
Caithness says it does not apply to Scot- 
land because there is no parish meeting, 
If that is so, it is a fatal argument 
against it, and if there are no parish 
meetings it cannot apply. I think there 
are parish meetings in Scotland. If the 
Committee will look at the Bill, they will 
see in the first clause of the Act that it 
does not refer to the parish meeting or 
the Parish Council Act for Scotland. It 
refers to section 8 of the Post Office Act 
of 1891 and section 2 of the Post Office 
and Telegraphs Act of 1897. These sec- 
tions are to be read in conjunction with 
this Act, and they do not refer to Scot- 
land at all. Surely there is nothing in 
the Post Office Act which gives any 
definition of the Scotch species of local 
government. I.think it is a matter ag 
to parish meetings. If so, then it would 
apply to Scotland to some extent. Now, 
Sir, the argument has been used that 
Scotch Members ought to bring in a Bill 
themselves upon this subject. I gather 
that the honourable Member for Mid 
Lanark has already brought in a Bill on 
this question. 

Mr. CALDWELL: No. There waa a 
Bill brought forward on this side of the 
House similar to this, but it came on 
at an earlier stage, and I put down a 
similar Amendment. The Bill was in 
similar terms, and it did not apply to 
Scotland. 

Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Do I under- 
stand the honourable Member to say that 
a similar Bill has already been brought 
in? 

Mr. CALDWELL: Not exactly, but 
perhaps the Secretary to the Treasury 
can explain it. There is a Bill doing the 
very ‘ame thing, apparently, which the 
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Post Office Acts 


Lord Advocate is proposing now, and the 
two Bills are practically to the same 
effect. This Bill came to the Committee 
stage first, and, therefore, my Amend- 
ment comes upon this Act. We expected 
the other Measure to have been put down 
a week or two ago, and then it was 
agreed to accept my Amendment. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I cannot 
understand why we have not this Bill 
before the Committee which the honour- 
eble Member for Mid Lanark has been 
in negotiation upon with the Front 
Ministerial Bench, and possibly with both 
Front Benches. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
only rise for the purpose of appealing 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
the Secretary to the Treasury to see if 
they cannot put a stop to this useless 
and endless discussion which is now going 
on. We have now what might be called 
“a sudden clearing up of the order 
book,” and we have a lot of usefui 
Measures which we can get through if 
we only get on with the Debate. If the 
Scotch Members do not want this Bill 
to apply to Scotland, why attempt to 
compel them to take it? I think if one 
of the members of the Government—say, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer—would 
come to our assistance we might put an 
end to this discussion, and then let us 
get on to some other business. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tne EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. H. Beacu, Bristol, 
W.) : The honourable Member for 
Leicester seems to have entirely missed 
the spirit of the occasion. I have listened 
to this Debate with a_ considerable 
‘amount of amusement. I have not read 
the Bill before the House, but, as far as 
I can gather, it does not in terms apply 
to Scotland. That, I think, is admitted. 
But the honourable Member for Mid 
Lanark make it still 
certain by putting a clause 
in the Bill that it shall not apply to 
Scotland. I cannot myself see that it 
makes much difference whether this 
Amendment is put in or not. Perhaps 
the honourable Member had some remote 
intention with regard to the postpone- 
ment of a discussion upon some Bill 
which might come on after this Debate. 
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Mr. CALDWELL: No; not at all. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or raz EXCHE- 
QUER: Well, if that is the case, perhaps 
the honourable Member is anxious to 
give the spectators of our proceedings an 
object lesson in the manner in which 
the House of Commons likes to spend 
a Wednesday afternoon. I really think 
that we have almost had enough of this 
Debate, and might decide to accept the 
Amendment of the honourable Member. 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I think 
the promoters of this Bill would have 
been very well advised if, after listening 
to the speech of the honourable Member 
for Mid Lanark, and in the interests of 
the more tranquil conducting of un- 
opposed business after 12 o’clock, they 
had accepted this Amendment. I 
cannot understand why they do not 
assent to it now. The honourable 
Member opposite, who is one of the 
promoters of the Bill, seems to be in a 
state of dubiety as to whether this Bill 
applies, or does not apply, to Scotland. 
As a Scottish Member, I have read the 
Bill carefully, and I am clearly of the 
opinion that it does not, and could not, 
apply to Scotland. That being so, what 
possible objection can there be to putting 
a clause in at the end of the Bill in 
order to make certainty still more 
certain ! 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark, Par- 
tick): The question is 
‘Bill ought not to apply to Scoi- 
land, and I do not know that I 
am prepared to accept the opinion of the 
honourable Member for Mid Lanark as 
representing the of Scotland 
generally. We can, if necessary, put down 
before the Report stage a new clause 
for introducing Scotland in the Bill. I 
hope this Amendment will not be accepted, 
because it is superfluous and in the 
wrong direction, and I think if the 
hcnourable Member looks into it more 
carefully he will-see that this is the case. 
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Question put— 


“That the clause be read a second time.” 


House divided:—Ayes 72; Noes 50. 
-—(Division List No. 127.) 
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Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Bemrose, Sir Henry How 
Bethell, Commander 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, <" Harry 
Cavendish, F. 
Chaloner, adi R. G. 
Denny, Colonel 

Finch, George H 


Johr 


Flower, Ernest 
Folkestone, Viscount 


Gordon, Hon. 


House resumed. 


WORKING 


CoLoNEL 
(Sheffield, Central) : 


William (Gateshead) 


Asquith, Rt. Hon, Herbert H. | 


(Yorkshire) 
FitzRoy 
Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H, (Bristol) | 


Francis Allston 
(Caithness) | 
A. 

(Donegal) 
(Card’gn) 


(South’ ton) | 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
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FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 
John Edward 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Clause added to Bill. 


E. 


Working Men’s 


(N. Lancs.) | 
W. | 


Motion made and Question. proposed 








Farquharson, 


Gibbons, 


Gull, 
Hanbury, 


{COMMONS} 


AYES. 


Dwellings Bill. 1012 





Dr. Robert , Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Fenwick, Charles | Pease, Jos. A. (Northumb.) 
Fisher, William Hayes | Pirie, Duncan V. 

J. Lloyd | Purvis, Robert 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Sir Cameron Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

Rt. Hon. R. W. Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
George Souttar, Robinson 


Harwood, 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. 
Sir Edw. 
Frederick John 

Major J. Eustace 
Richard Claverhouse 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 
Kenyon- Slaney, 
Sir W. 
Leese, Sir J. F. 


Hill, 


Horniman, 


Jameson, 
Jebb, 


Lawson, 


Chas. Seale- 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stock (Bristol) 


Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 


Col, W Walrond, Sir William Hood 
lc Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
ei Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Accrington) é : oe 
‘ o! | Wedderburn, Sir William 


Leng, Sir John ity 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. Wilson, John (Govan) 
M'‘Hugh, | (Armagh, S§.) Woodall, William 
McKenna, Reginald | Yoxall, James Henry 
Maddison, Fred. | 
Monk, Charles James | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Montagu, Sir 8S. (Whitechapel) | Mr. Caldwell and = Mr. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian Colville. 
Norton, Capt. Cecil Wm. 

NOES. 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Hobhouse, Henry Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., 
Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
James 


Kennaway, 


Kenyon, 


Knowles, Lees 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 

Maclure, Sir John William 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 

Muntz, Philip A. 

Chas. 
Northcote, Hn. Sir H. (Staff’d) 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Murray, 


Parkes, 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Renshaw, 


Speaker, 


Bill reported, as amended ; to be con- 
sidered upon Wednesday next. 


MEN’S DWELLINGS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 





“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
—{Colonel Sir Howard Vincent.) 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT 
Mr. 


in 





Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv.)} 


N.R.) 


| ‘Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
| Verney, Hon. Richard G. 
J. (Coventry) | Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 


Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Ebenezer 

| TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 
| Mr. Parker Smith and Mr. 

Charles Bine Duncombe. 
, the absence of my honourable Friend 
| the Member for West Wolverhamp- 
ton, who has_ unfortunately met 
with an accident, I beg to move 
the Second Reading of the Work- 
ing Men’s Dwellings Bill, my name 
being on the back of that Measure. [At 


this point Sir ALrrep Hickman entered 
the House.] I am glad that my honour- 
able Friend has sufficiently recovered 
from his accident to be able to be present 
in his place to-day to support the Second 
Reading of this Bill, in which he has 
taken the greatest possible interest. The 
history of this Bill shows how very diffi- 
cult it is to secure the passing of even 
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the most desirable Measure. I am sure 
we all agree that the greater the interest 
which the working man is induced to 
take in his house, and the more 
permanent the occupation thereof, the 
greater the advantage to society at large. 
In 1893 a Bill, having a similar object 
in view, and a similar title, was brought 
in by Mr. Thomas Wrightson, who at the 
time represented Stockton. The then 
President of the Local Government Board 
accepted the Bill in principle, and sug- 
gested certain Amendments, which were 
approved by the honourable Member for 
Stockton. But in 1894 and 1895 no 
opportunity occurred for going on with 
the Measure. In every Session of this 
Parliament my honourable Friend the 
Member for West Wolverhampton and 
myself have introduced a Bill with the 
same object. In 1896 my honourable 
Friend was fortunate enough to obtain 
a place for the Second Reading, and the 
Second Reading of the Bill was carried 
by a very large majority indeed, com- 
posed of honourable Members on both 
sides of the House. The majority was 
185. The honourable Member for Batter- 
sea, With the honourable Member for 
North Monmouth, challenged a division 
on the subject, but they were only able 
to muster 91 supporters, the majority in 
favour of the Second Reading being, as 
[ have said, very considerable. The 


Working Men's 
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Measure has been so often before the | 


House that it is not necessary for me 
to detail its at very great 
l-ngth, more especially as my Friend the 
honourable Member for West Wolver- 
hampton is here, and will be far better 
able to explain his Bill. But I may say 
that every protection that is possible has 
been taken in the Bill which is now 
before the House. The local authority, on 
whom it is sought to confer the power 
of advancing, under suitable conditions, 
1 sum of money to enable a working man 
to become the possessor of his own house, 
is bound down not to advance more than 
three-fourths of the required sum, the 
working man himself paying in cash the 
remaining fourth. The fact that the 
working man has been able to save 
sufficient money for that purpose is a 
guarantee of his good faith, and that 
vood faith will also form the subject of 
other inquiry before the local authority 
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would be called upon to act. The local 
authority in London would be the London 
County Council, and the local authority 
elsewhere would be the urban or the 
rural sanitary authority. I think that 
the Bill fairly safeguards the interests of 
the public and the interests of the rate 
payers. Now, the only question is as 
to whether it hampers, or is likely to 
hamper, in any way the movements of 
the working men themselves. If a work- 
ing man’s occupation changes, or, if the 
industry should leave the district—and, 
unfortunately, industries do leave dis- 
tricts—would he be tied down to a place 
where it is not profitable for him vo 
remain by the fact of his having pur 
chased his house? Under the Bill, and 
under the rules which the Local Govern- 
ment Board would be able to make for 
the carrying out of the Act, ample power 
will exist to enable the working man to 
sell his interest in the house which he 
had purchased ; and in the event of his 
death, that power would be preserved to 
his descendants and those who came 
after him. That there is a general desire 
among the working classes to become 
possessed of their own _ houses is 
thoroughly shown by the existence of a 
very large number of building societies. 
Some of these building societies, I must 
say, are conducted in a thoroughly satis- 
factory manner, but others, as we all 
know, are in a less solvent condition, and 
not a few of them have brought about a 
considerable mount of suffering and 
distress among the working class popula- 
tion. I do not think there is any building 
society which advances money for the 
purpose of building a house at a lower 
rate of interest than 4} or 5 per cent., 
but local authorities would be able 
to advance the money on much better 
terms. It has been calculated that the 
capital valwe of a house for which a 
working man pays 5s. 6d. a week, cr 
£14 6s. a year, would work out at £160. 
In this case the workman would have 
to pay £40 himself, and cbtain from the 
local authority a loan of £120. He could 
ebtain the loan on such terms as regards 
interest and sinking fund—allowing a 
liberal margin, say £3 19s., for repairs 
and incidental expenses, and allowing 
also 3 per cent. upon the £40 which 
we will suppose he took out of the 
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savings bank—as would effect a saving, 
as compared with the rent of his house, 
of £2 a year, the house at the same 
time gradually becoming his own. 
That would be a very great saving 
in cash; and _ besides that there 
would be a great advantage in view, 
that the ultimate possession of the house 
would be in him; so that, besides the 
present benefit, there would also be the 
future benefit accruing to him. The 
principle of utilising public money for 
an advance such as this is by no means 
a new one in our legislation. You are 
probably aware that what is called the 
Ashbourne Act is working out in a satis- 
factory manner. Under the Small Hold- 
ings Act, and other provisions of the 
Legislature, advances are made, but up 
to the present nothing has been done to 
extend these facilities to the artisan and 
working class population. A great many 
opinions have been expressed, but up to 
the present they have resulted in nothing 
whatever being done. Honourable Mem- 
bers of this House may take some 
objection to this proposal; they may 
object to this clause or to that, or to the 
wording of this or that particular phrase ; 
but all those matters can be dealt with 
in Committee at a subsequent stage. I 
think that it is obvious that a Measure 
such as this could not in all probability 
be accepted by the House unless it is 
considered in all its bearings by a Com- 
mittee, and therefore it is only the 
general principles of the Measure which 
honourable Members are asked to 
approve upon this Second Reading, and 
I venture to hope that when the time 
arrives to go into the details of the 
Measure the objections put forward by 
honourable Gentlemen to the principles 
of the Bill will have been removed, and 
that they will co-operate with my 
honourable Friend and myself and many 
Members upon this side of the House in 
doing something which will enable the 
working man upon satisfactory terms, 
and without injury to anyone, to become 
the owner of his own house. There is 
only one thing more which I need say, 
and that is as to the definition of the 
working man. It is clearly laid down in 
the Bill that it does not apply only to 
the artisans and labourers, but also to 
the shop assistant, with this provision, 
Colonel Sir Howard Vincent. 
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that the total income shall not exceed 
£150 a year. That, I think, will confine 
the beneficiaries under this Measure to 
the class which we all desire to benefit. 
I do not think it is necessary to say any- 
thing more, but I hope my honourable 
Friend the Member for West Wolver 
hampton, whom we are so glad to see in 
his place, will explain more thoroughly 
than I have done what will be the effect 
of the Measure he has imtroduced. I 
beg to move the Second Reading of the 
Bill. 


*Sir A. HICKMAN (Wolverhampton, 
W.): It will not be necessary for me to 
trouble the House with more than a few 
words after the observations of my 
honourable Friend. The principles of 
the Bill have been approved of by 
the Prime Minister, the Duke of Devon- 
shire, and the Leader of this House, and 
also in one of the speeches which the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies de- 
livered to his constituents at Birming- 
ham. The objects of the Bill are 
to enable local authorities to advance 
money, to make loans, to enable the 
working classes to purchase or 
build houses for themselves. It is 
a moderate Bill. It is entirely per- 
missive, and not obligatory either so far 
as the local authorities or the working 
classes are concerned. It is hedged about 
with such restrictions as to render it 
impossible that there should be any 
abuse. In the first place, it is necessary 
that the house to be purchased shall 


be resided in by the workman who 
obtains the advance; in the next place, 
the house must be in good sanitary 


order; and, thirdly, the workman must 
provide one-fourth of the purchase price 
of the house, and not more than £150 can 
be advanced to any workman, nor on 
more than one house. It is also provided 
that there must not be any overcrowding. 
If the advance is for the building of a 
house, the site must belong to the work- 
man, and the amount advanced must not 
be more than three-fourths of the cost 


of the house, takine into account 
the site. The advantages are that 
the working man will be able to 
borrow money at about 34 _ per 


cent. as against the 44 or 5 per cent. 
which he has to pay to a building society. 
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That is to say, the advance of £150 will 
only cost him 1s. 11d. a week. Now, it 
has been objected that very few working 
men can find £50; that may be very 
true, but many working men could do 
so if there were an incentive given to 
them todoso. If they had actually laid be- 
fore them such a scheme it would induce a 
great many workmen to try and find such 
a sum, and even if the trial did 
not succeed the attempt to put by 
money would be exceedingly advanta- 
geous to them. We all regard the great 
blots on industry as intemperance and un- 
thrift. The great tendency of this Bill 
is to encourage thrift, and it will also 
tend to prevent overcrowding. The 
Report of the Royal Commission which 
sat to consider this question says— 


“The evil of overcrowding is a_ public 
scandal, and is becoming worse, and the mor- 
tality of those who live in basements is 20 per 
cent. higher than those who live above 
ground.” 


But if so many of our working men are 
housed in the hovels in which they, now 
exist, is it any wonder that they should 
go to the public-house for a little life? 
I think, Sir, if we were placed in similar 
circumstances, we also should seek some 
resort rather than remain in such 
wretched surroundings as these men do. 
But thrift has been encouraged to a great 
extent through the medium of building 
societies, which have been a great bene- 
fit; but, unfortunately, a great many 
building societies have failed. I need 
not refer to the awful disaster which 
spread so much ruin at Portsea among 
the people. A disaster of that kind tends 
to unthrift, because, when one man sees 
that another who has been paying his 
money into a building society for some 
time has lost his all, he naturally says, “I 
will spend my money as I earn it, and 
derive some benefit from it.” Under this 
Bill he will have a tangible security, 
because he is living in the house, and so 
will feel secure. Now, an Amendment 
has been proposed, to the effect that if 
advances are made by the local authori- 
ties the freehold should belong to the 
local authorities. The legal estate will 


belong to them until the whole of the 
money is repaid ; but if the hope of ulti- 
mate ownership is taken away from the 
purchaser the whole object of the 
Measure, the chief merit of the scheme, 
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would be taken away. This proposal can- 
not cost anybody anything. It is not 
proposed to add anything to the rates. 
It is to be presumed that the local 
authorities will take care only to advance 
three-quarters of the value, and will see 
that the security is enough. The tendency 
of this Bill will be rather to reduce the 
rates than to increase them. If you 
increase thrift you reduce pauperism, and 
in reducing pauperism you must neces- 
sarily reduce the rates. In many towns 
there are large open spaces not yet built 
upon, and these can be appropriated by 
the local authorities for the purpose of 
sites. Now, it is objected that the cot- 
tages might be erected in centres where 
the mines might be worked out, and 
they would become useless ; but I submit 
that this is not intended to deal with 
isolated colliery property at all, and if 
proposed I should assume that if a pit 
were started, and it was known that it 
would be worked out in a short time, the 
local authorities would not lend the 
money. In my locality it has been the 
practice, where the pits have been worked 
out, land sufficient for 2 house and garden 
has been let to the peasants for 10s. 
or 20s. a year, and they are allowed to 
build themselves houses, and I know in 
many case the houses have been built 
with their own hands. Another objec- 
tion is made that the house having been 
built, might decline in value ; but the idea 
in this system is that there should be a 
sinking fund, so that every year, by the 
operation of the sinking fund, the house 
would improve in value. Then one has 
to deal with the suggestion that workmen 
migrate. No doubt they do, but those 
who do not require a house may be 
trusted not to purchase one. But if they 
did, I think it would still be an advan- 
tage, because somebody must take the 
place of him who migrates in the employ- 
ment in which he was engaged, and 
would probably acquire the house also. 
Now, the honourable Member for Batter- 
sea objected to this Bill because he said 
it would help those who helped them- 
In my opinion that is the chief 
merit of the Bill. What we desire 
is to do that very thing. We want to 
try and induce men to help themselves. 
The honourable Member says it will only 
help a few; but if we cannot help 
all, why not help the few? It may 
28 2 
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not help very many to begin with, 
but this is a new departure so far as 
house property is concerned ; and though 
it may only help a few at the commence- 
ment, it may ultimately help a great 
many. The honourable Member for 
Battersea said also that £200 was not 
sufficient with which to build a house in 
London. That may be true so far as 
London is concerned, but it is not true 
so far as the suburbs are concerned. 


*Mr. BURNS: Yes, it is. 


*Sir A. HICKMAN: Well, even if it is, 
10 or 12 men might join and put their 
savings together, and build a block of 
houses, and then £200 would be sufficient 
to build or buy a decent house. But if 
the honourable Member’s suggestion is 
correct so far as London and the suburbs 
are concerned, his remarks would not 
apply to the country; and is there any 
reason why we should not help the coun- 
try? Now, I ask any honourable Mem- 
ber who opposes this Bill to say candidly 
and fairly whether this is not a question 
which ought to be considered. It may 
not be passed to-day; I do not propose 
that it shall. It is the Second Reading 
that is proposed, and, if carried, it will, 
of course, be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee, and any honourable Gentleman 
who has anything to urge against it will 
then be entitled to put forward his con- 
tention. I challenge contradiction upon 
this point, that it is a great question and 
a burning question, and one that ought 
to be dealt with, and should be inquired 
into. I honestly believe, if it should ulti- 
mately become law, it will confer a great 
and lasting benefit upon thousands of 
people, and will meet with the approval 
of all classes of society. 


On the return of Mr. SPEAKER after the 
usual interval, 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Leave out from the word ‘that’ to the end 
of the question, in order to add the words— 


“That in any Measure for facilitating the 
acquisition of dwellings for the working class 
‘vy the use of public money, the freehold should 
be vested in public bodies and not in the 


individual.”—(Mr. McKenna.) 


*Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.): Sir, 
I am sure on this side of the House we 


Sir A. Hickman. 
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shall fully agree with the general pro. 
position of the honourable Member for 
West Wolverhampton that it is desirable 
to afford every facility for thrift amongst 
working men. What we quarrel with is 
not the general proposition of the 
honourable Member, but the method by 
which he proposes in this Bill to carry 
out that very desirable object. Now, 
Sir, the honourable Member for West 
Wolverhampton says, in justification of 
his Bill, that at least it should be given 
a fair trial; and he adds, “It will not 
cost anybody anything.” In this ques 
tion as to whether it will or will not cost 
local authorities anything we have the 
whole difficulty of the Bill. If it could 
be shown that as an experimental mea- 
sure we might attempt to provide dwell- 
ings for the working classes cheaper than 
they get them now, without any risk to 
anybody, I do not doubt that this 
Bill would be supported by honourable 
Members on both sides of the House; 
but the facts disclosed by the Bill do 
not justify that assumption. Quite the 
reverse. If the Measure as it now stands 
were carried out it would inevitably lead 
to very severe losses to particular local 
authorities. What the honourable Mem- 
ber who proposed the Bill and the hon- 
ourable and gallant Member for the Cen- 
tral Division of Sheffield altogether over- 
look is this, that the working classes, 
under this Bill, would be tempted to buy 
their property, to invest in land and 
houses, on arising market. It would be 
only in times of good trade, when trade 
had been good for some considerable 
period, and when, consequently, pric 
were high, that there would be any iv 
ducement or any opportunity for the 
working classes to venture to buy their 
They would not _ possess 
preliminary £40 or £50 unless 
had been having good wages 
for some time previously. Now, if 
the land and houses are bought in 
times of good trade, the price will un- 
doubtedly be high. When the period of 
bad trade follows, as inevitably it must 
fcllow in every district, there will be 4 
very serious decline in the value of pro 
perty, and a number of working men 
would not be able to keep up their instal 
ments. This house property, for which 
no occupants could be found under the 
conditions [am supposing, would fall into 
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the hands of the local authority ; that is 
to say, at the very moment when trade 
was worst, and when the prosperity of 
the district was least, the local authority 
would have thrown upon its hands a large 
amount of house property which was not 
required. I oppose this Motion in the 
interests of the local authorities, and of 
the working men themselves. By this 


Bili you are holding out to a certain few 
working men—the aristocracy of the 
working classes — an inducement to 


invest their money in a way which 
will not be satisfactory to them. 
If they really wish to speculate in 
house property they can speculate on 
far more advantageous terms than are 
proposed in this Bill. They will be able 
to find existing houses in which they will 
ve able to invest their money on quite 
as favourable terms as you will ever be 
able to offer them under this Measure. 
What you propose to do is not to give 
them any special advantage, or if you do 
give them any special advantage it must 
be at the ratepayers’ expense, but to 
encourage them to invest their money in 
a form of security which is most unsuit- 
able in the long run for the working 
classes to hold—because it is an 
undoubted fact that the working 
classes are necessarily migratory. 
To tie them down to one particular dis- 
trict would be to injure their prospects in 
life. I cannot help thinking that a work- 
man would be far better off if he had his 
£200 invested in the savings bank. He 
may wish to move within a week or a 
month, and he could not, under ordinary 
circumstances, find a tenant for his pro- 
perty, because the very conditions which 
compelled him to leave would be the con- 
ditions of bad trade in his district, and 
these conditions would deprive him of a 
market in which he could sell or let his 
house. Now, Sir, the case of colliery dis- 
tricts has been referred to by the honour- 
able Member for West Wolverhampton, 
and he stated, very frankly, that that 
was a case not intended to be dealt with 
by this Bill. But why not? What is 
there in this Bill to prevent the colliery 
owner from taking advantage of it, and, 
by advancing a quarter of the cost, put- 
ting up at the expense of the local autho- 
rity the cottages he has now to build at 
his own expense? If the local authority 
does lend the money in that way the 
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result will be that when, 30 or 40 years 
hence, the colliery is exhausted the dis- 
trict will become poverty-stricken and 
depopulated, and the houses will be left 
in the hands of the local authority, which 
might become bankrupt thereby. This 
state of things would lead to an enormous 
amount of hardship and suffering in that 
district. Sir, this Bill does not carry 
out any one of its supposed objects, and 
will not touch the vast masses of the 
working classes. It will not touch the 
working men who are now housed ir 
hovels, and are driven into the public 
house on account of the misery of their 
homes. It is idle to suggest that any 
considerable number of working men 
would be able to put their hands into | 
their pockets and find £40 or £50 
with which to provide the necessary 
fourth of the cost of the house. I do not 
believe this sum would be anything like 
enough to cover a fourth of the cost of 
building a house and providing the land. 


Several HONOURABLE MEMBERS: “Oh! ” 


*Mr. McKENNA: Honourable Mem- 
bers may say “Oh,” but I do not 
know of any district in which a house 
could be put up, including the purchase 
of the land, for much less than £200. 
That is my experience. Some honour 
able Members may know districts where 
houses could be erected for £150, but 
I do not. I think it will be found, in 
towns especially, that, generally speaking, 
the working classes who are now housed in 
hovels could not be provided with houses 
at less cost than £200 a piece, apart from 
the price of the land. It is, therefore, t 
my mind beyond doubt that considerably 
more than £40 or £50 would have to be 
found by any workman before he could 
make use of the terms of this Bill. So 
far as the working classes in the agri- 
cultural districts are concerned, I do not 
suppose that anybody suggests that this 
Bill could be made use of by the agricul- 
tural labourer, who, with wages ranging 
from lls. a week, would not be able to 
save anything like £50. Certainly in 
the colliery districts, with which I am 
most familiar, and where wages are over 
£1 a week, savings amounting to £50 
are comparatively rare. In big cities you 
will find individual workmen, artisans of 
high character, who have been able to save 
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this sum, but those men can find invest- 
ments for their money at far more advan- 
tageous terms than are offered in this 
Bill. They do not want this Bill. I 
cannot get away from the idea that this 
Bill is put forward very creditably and 
very fairly by the private Members who 
have backed it, as an endeavour to carry 
out certain pledges which they them- 
selves, and others, have made at a General 
Election, and no doubt they think that 
this Bill will satisfy the working classes. 
If it be so, and if it be the fact, as the 
honourable Member for Wolverhampton 
says, that the principle of this Bill has 
been supported by Lord Salisbury and 
other leading statesmen on the opposite 
side of the House, surely it ought 
not to be left to private Members to 
establish so important a principle as 
this. The Measure, if carried at all, 
should have the authority and weight 
of the Government at the back of 
it. The Amendment I propose to 
move attacks principle of allow- 
ing public to be used for a 
private purpose without having the 
security under public control. If a Measure 
were introduced on the lines laid down in 
the very extensive scheme now in force 
for providing houses for the working 
classes in Glasgow, I should be inclined 
to support it. But I do not thina we 
ought to sanction or consider from a 
private Member a proposal of this kind, 
making away with public money with- 
out retaining in our own hands, or in 
the hands of the local authorities, the 
control of the money, or the control of 
the houses and land which the money 
represents. Under this Bill you are 
seeking to introduce a principle which 
is novel and financially unsound, and 
you are not dealing with the real evil; 
and I cannot help thinking that you are 
merely flinging dust in the eyes of the 
electors. 


the 
money 


Mr. A. THOMAS (Glamorgan, E.) 
formally seconded the Amendment. 


Question proposed— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. McKenna. 


{COMMONS} 
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Sim A. K. ROLLIT (Islington, §8.): 
The honourable Member for Monmouth 
has told us that he would be prepared 
to support a scheme based on the prin- 
ciple that the freeholds of the houses 
proposed to be purchased were vested 
in the municipal or local authority. But 
I understood him to rest his chief objec- 
tion on the great risk to the munici- 
palities involved in advancing money. But 
it seems to me that those who are 
opposing this Measure are not consistent. 
If the objection, on account of the risk 
to the municipality, is a real one, and 
it is undesirable that the municipal or 
local authorities should engage in such 
undertakings, it would be rather agera- 
vated by the conditions of the honour- 
able Member’s Amendment. The objec- 
tion is not capable of being maintained, 
for the Bill provides for the individual 
giving an earnest of his belief in the 
value of the purchase by taking a 
quarter of the pecuniary interest in it. 
Sir, I venture to think that the honour- 
able Member has not supported the 
terms of his Amendment, and that what 
he said shows that the risk to the 
municipality will be lessened rather than 
increased by the proposals of this Bill. 
One of the very best features in our 
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modern municipal life has been the 
readiness with which Parliament has 
affirmed, and the municipalities and 


local authorities have accepted, a very 
great enlargement of their sphere of 
action. I may venture to make also the 
further statement that, taken as a 
whole, and even in the case of experi- 
mental legislation, these extended privi- 
leges have been wisely exercised, and 
have proved of advantage both to the 
community and to the individual. And 
if there be any one point in which these 
privileges have been more beneficial than 
another it has been where provision has 
been made for the better housing and 
lodging of the people. The evils of 
insanitation and overcrowding have been 
80 minimised and so greatly decreased 
by legislation which has already taken 
place that the result seems to me to 
have been to make the home what it 
ought to be—the very centre and source 
of civilisation. Wherever we can apply 
that principle more extensively with- 
out any undue risk to the municipality, 
it seems to me to be our duty to do so. 
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The Bill gives a new opportunity for 
conferring upon local authorities addi- 
tional powers, which I believe they are 
willing to accept, and their judgment 
and local knowledge and experience 
may be trusted to apply those powers 
advantageously for the benefit of the 
people over whose affairs they have com 
trol. The honourable Member for Mom 
mouth also said that he thought this 
was a matter which should be taken in 
hand by the Government. On the con- 
trary, I venture to say that in the build- 
ing up of those great statutes which 
govern our sanitary authorities the chief 
and best elements have been contri- 
buted by private enterprise. 


*Mr. McKENNA: By private Bill legis- 
lation, not by private Members. 


Sm A. K. ROLLIT: I am quite pre- 
pared to accept the modification, but I 
repeat that I can produce numerous 
instances of Bills for sanitation, for 
conferring greater powers on _ local 
authorities, the Museums Act, and 
several other Acts, which were passed 
on the initiative of private Members. 
So far from it being an objection to 
the present Bill that it has been brought 
in by a private Member, it seems to me 
to be a recommendation. The Secre 
tary to the Local Government Board is 
so well aware of the value of Private 
Bill legislation, and so well aware of the 
state of public opinion on this question, 
that I hope before the Debate is over 
he will give the strongest endorsement 
of the Government to this Bill. I do 
not think the honourable Member for 
Monmouth will seriously insist upon his 
statement about election pledges. After 
all, election pledges ought to be carried 
out, and the honourable Member would 
be the last to say that honourable Mem- 
bers would give pledges for party pur- 
poses. Therefore that argument seems 
to me not to go very far. The honour 
able Member also said that he doubted 
the ability of the working classes to 
meet the pecuniary engagements which 
would be imposed on them by this Bill. 
Of course, all speculations must be of 
uncertain value, but from a knowledge 
of the classified reports of savings banks, 
I am able to say that there is a very 
large number of the working classes who 
have not only these resources, but more, 
who are wise enough, in the hope of 
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advancing their position in life, to avail 
themselves of any substantial investment 
about which they are capable of exer- 
cising their judgment. And is it to be 
said that those who have the means are 
not to be helped because there are others 
who have not the means! We have 
always, in these matters, to make a 
beginning, and the best means of culti- 
vating thrift is to give facilities for its 
exercise. Where there is no undue 
risk the State and the municipality 
might well help individuals by doing 
that which they can do better and more 
cheaply than individuals can do them- 
selves. Numerous cases might be cited 
to show that this is a principle which is 
widely and wisely applied by public 
bodies for the benefit of the people, and 
to prove that there is no reasonable 
expectation of even a small risk attend- 
ing the Measure. We are not going 
beyond proper economic principle, and 
are only seeking to do something which 
may be of great benefit to many classes 
of the people of this country. Excep- 
tion has been taken to the requirements 
made upon the individual. I think that 
is one of the best features of the Bill, 
as the sum the man _ provides is 
an earnest that he believes in what 
he proposes to the local authority. 
I am very glad to see that in this 
Bill, at any rate, a wiser principle is 
adopted than in some of the Government 
Measures—namely, that care is taken 
that whatever advance is made shall be 
adequately protected. I think it would 
be perfectly safe to go farther, and en- 
large the terms, so as to make it more 
easy for the individual to repay. It has 
been said, again, that this Measure will 
be a source of embarrassment to the 
working man, to be fixed to a house which 
he might not permanently require. I 
am not going to attempt to go into the 
particular case of colliery districts, about 
which I do not speak with the authority 
of the honourable Gentleman who has 
just addressed the House; but there are 
a number of cases in which there are 
other trades in which migration does not 
occur in the population to anything like 
the extent which marks particular in- 
dustries. But a man can exercise his 
option whether he buys or not, and 
whether he asks the municipality to aid 
him. Assuming that a man finds it 
necessary to migrate, the Bill provides 
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for the sale of property, and the property | point of view of the working men of 
may be sold with many advantages.|this country, I have heard no request 
Well, then, Sir, there is only one other | for it. 


igi very difficult one, one which I| 
nave already discussed to some extent— | 


CotoneL Srr HOWARD VINCENT: 


and that is the question whether it is |Oh! 


necessary to make it a condition that | 
the freehold should be vested in the} 
authority or in the individual, I con-| 


fess that under this Bill 
doubtful where the freehold will be. I 
repeat, Mr. Speaker, that though the Bill 
will have only a limited application, 
though it may involve additional respon- 
sibility as regards the risks of local 
authorities, I am quite sure they will 
be able to cope with a responsibility 
which they will willingly undertake ; and 
though the Bill may not at first be 
capable of the whole benefit which is 
predicted for it, I venture to think that, 
in encouraging thrift and prudence, and, 
consequently, more social stability, it 
is the beginning of a movement which 
I think will be wisely and widely ex- 
tended, and 
amended, as it may have to be upon 
certain points in Committee, it will, at 
any rate, justify the House in giving 
it its most cordial and impartial support. 


*Mr. BURNS: Sir, I think, the first 
time in my experience as a Member of 


this House, I 
myself 


dissociate 

Member 
that 
inci- 


shall have to 
the honourable 
for Islington a matter 
affects the municipal life, and, 
dentally, the house accommodation of 
the working people. But I do so in the 
interests of the dignity of municipal life, 
and to preserve our public life from that 
interference with the sphere of bargain- 
ing in freeholds and leases and potential 
jobberv that this Bill will possibly 
develop if it passes the House of Com- 
mons in its present form. I am, indeed, 
surprised that such a sagacious municipal 
statesman as the honourable Member for 


from 
on 


Islington, as he is universally and 
justly recognised to be, should have 
expressed himself in favour of 


it remains | 


when this Bill has been} 


|demand from Sheffield working men 


*Mr. BURNS: I am sincerely sorry 
that the honourable Member has iden- 
tified himself with a Measure of this 
kind, but I would are the 
petitions from the towns and county 
councils in favour of this Bill? Produce 
them, and I am silent. Where is the 
in 


ask where 


favour cf this Bill? 


CoLoneEL Str HOWARD. VINCENT: 
Here. 


*Mr. BURNS: After that shall 
have the worms clamouring for crema- 
tion. Supposing you were to put this 
t> a meeting of Sheffield workmen: | 


we 


know what Sheffield forgemen would 
say. They would say this: “If I can 
get a bigger shilling in Woolwich 


Arsenal or any other district I will go, 
but I want my house accommodation 
and my domestic economy to fit in with 
the mobility of my labour, so that it 
will take me where the bigger shilling 
will be found.” The honourable Mem- 
ber for Sheffield evidently wants to tie 
Sheffield workmen to the town of Shef- 
field. That might suit the game of the 
Sheffield manufacturer, but if he can get 
bigger wages outside Sheffield than he 
can in his own town, then he will go. 
The honourable Member for Islington 
knows that in Islington house accom- 
modation is difficult to secure, and if 
there is any district which wants sub- 
stantial help Islington is one of the dis- 
tricts which ought to have such help. 
And what is the good of £150! It 


| may be said that this is one of the 
details for the Committee, but it is a 


| 
| 
| 


detail which affects nearly five millions 
of people. But I am not going to rest 


a/content with London or with Islington. 


Bill the like of which has not been dis- | Go to Glasgow, go to Liverpool, go to 
cussed either by the County Council | Manchester, and add 100 big towns, and 


Association, and which, I venture to 


add practically 60 per cent: of the total 


say, there is no demand for, or by the| population of this country. This Bill 
local authorities, and, judging from the|—so far as the provision goes as to 


Sir A. K. Rollit. 
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the £150—is practically ridiculous and 
inoperative. In Islington and London, 
and many other towns, nothing less 
than £300, and in some cases £400, is 
sufficient to get this room, cottage, or 
house, and no workman ought to be 
content with less. Well, this Bill won’t 
do that. Any man who has £350 can 
afford £50 for the house under this 
Bill. He won't be fool enough to tie 
himself down to a hovel for the rest of 
his life in the district when his industry 
and his work might want him to leave 
as soon as practicable. Then the hon- 
ourable Member for Islington ought to 
know that if there is a class in this 
world whom we ought to help in the 
housing problem, it is the poor widow, 
the seamstress, the charwoman, the 
costermonger, the casual labourer, the 
navvy, the chimney sweep, and, what 
one might term inoffensively, the resi- 
duum of our labour market. Have they 
got £50! Certainly not. If they have 
50s. they consider themselves to be rich 
beyond the dreams of avarice. The hon- 
ourable Member knows what the differ- 
ence is as between the advantages of this 
Bill and a Bill to compel the railway 
companies and the omnibus companies, 
and the tramway companies, to run 
workmen’s trains at cheaper fares. He 
knows that all the big towns will solve 
the housing problem infinitely better 
than this pettifogging Bill can. Now I 
come, Sir, to the rural districts. Can the 
agricultural labourer get £50 for the pur- 
poses of this Bill? The Bill would be 
preposterous and ridiculous. In some 
cases in our rural districts there is great 
overcrowding, and in many cases insani- 
tary conditions, and the congestion of 
population, relatively speaking, is more 
than it is in the urban sanitary districts. 
You know very well that the agricultural 
labourer cannot put down £50 to avoid 
this condition of things. Let us deai 
with the districts partly town and partly 
rural. I say it is not right that a popula- 
tion, say, of 25,000 or 50,000. should 
incur the liabilities that they would 
under this Bill for a special class. In 
the event of an industry dying out, a 
house would be left upon the hands, not 
of the people who occupy the house, but 
the liability would rest upon the whole 
community, who do not have the advan- 
tage of the house when it is put up. 
But, Sir, I think we ought not to confine 
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ourselves to a mere criticism of the Bill,. 
and I at once rise, Sir, to say that [ 
decline to allow some honourable Mem- 
bers, especially the honourable Member 
for Sheffield, to assume an entire mono 
poly of sympathy with the working 
classes in housing or any other question. 
I go further, and say that the House of 
Commons is unanimous, and has ever 
been, to its credit, that the housing pro- 
blem of our working classes has a vital, 
and to the workman an almost tragic, 
consequence and significance. So impor- 
tant is it that Parliament grappled with 
this question in a statesmanlike and 
bold and excellent way, under the initia- 
tive of Lord Shaftesbury, and what did 
Parliament do? Parliament said: “If 
you have overcrowding, if there is insuf- 
ficient house accommodation, if people- 
are too poor to build their own houses, 
then the local sanitary authority shall 
have the power to provide the accommo- 
dation, letting the houses at rents suffi- 
ciently low to cover the cost of erection, 
maintenance, and repair.” If local au- 
thorities can be compelled to put Lord 
Shaftesbury’s Act into operation, more 
good would be done than by a thousand! 
such ridiculous and unworkable Bills as 
this. I venture to say, Sir, that we ought 
to encourage the working classes, and not 
hamper them with this ridiculous and 
unworkable Bill. The point is, what can 
be done by Parliament, failing the action 
of the local authorities under the present 
powers to re-house and to house the poor ?’ 
I do not make any suggestion, but it is 
not the duty of Parliament to compel 
local authorities to do that which, at their 
own initiative, they ought to do. But it 
is upon occasions like this that we can 
suggest to local authorities that they 
have this power if they like to exercise 
it, and it is a better power than they 
have in this Bill. Failing a demand 
from the local authorities, who have 
power already, I am not prepared to. 
force on local authorities a power for 
which they have not asked, nor given any 
Member of this House a mandate to claim 
for them. What I want to say on this 
Bill is from the point of view of the 
working man. When a workman goes 
to work he, as a rule, tries to get as far 
away from his work as he possibly can 
to live, but the object of this Bill-is to 
place him close to his work. Well, in 
my opinion that is the object of this Bill, 
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for it will encourage a workman to buy 
a house near his work and close to his 
employment, so that his employer can 
always have his eye upon him. [“ No, no.” 
Honourable Members may say “ No, no,” 
but the House of Commons is still a free 
assembly, and that is my view. I repeat | 
that the object of this Bill is to encourage | 
the workman to live near his work, so that | 
his employer can have his eye on him 
and know everything he desires; and in 
the event of too many of his workmen | 
owning houses you can trust an employer 
—especially in these times of competi- 
tion—to use that either as a reason to 
withhold an advance of wages or <o pre- 
vent an increase of wages coming 
quickly as they would have done if they 
lived away. This is practically a Mea- 
sure for allowing employers to morally | 
intimidate their workmen, and to ascar 
tain their personal and domestic busi- 
ness, with a view of interfering with the 
free combination and mobility of iabour. 
Now I come to another point. Under 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act, | 
which local authorities now have, what | 
can they do? They can pull down ay 
slum, buy the land and freehold, ereci | 
dw ellings and tenements, and under this | 
scheme there are no inquisitorial investi- | 
gations as to whether he is bond fide the | 
occupant, or whether or not he takes a| 
lodger in, either man or woman. We) 
allow him freedom, and I hope we always 
shall. In the event of the tenants of 
that particular block of dwellings or 
houses. owned by a local authority not 
being satisfied, they can move without 
the least incumbrance to themselves, or 
without in any way interfering with ‘the! 
majority of labourers. But this Bill will 
do—what? It will enable the local 
authority, if it thinks fit, to make an 
inquisitorial investigation before it 
advances £150, if the workman has £50. 
Well, I dealt with the £150, and also 
with the rare occasion in which the work- 
man will have £50. But this Bill does 
not define the word “workman”; but 
what they say is that no man shall be 
entitled to this sum who is earning more 
than £150 a year. Now, what does that 
mean? Why, it means this, Sir, that 
in many localities which are growing, and 
where industries are springing up, and 


as 


where house accommodation is most 
needed, the small shopkeeper, _per- 
haps a member of the vestry or 
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district council, or the town coun- 
cil, will himself make application 
sadior the operation of this Bill, and 
when his shop takings are very low, what 
is easier than for him or his friends to 
put up eight or nine houses in order to 
create customers for his very sluggish 
business. There is nothing in this Bill 
to prevent that kind of thing. That it 
can be done we all know from our experi- 
ence of house jobbery and house farming. 
I shall probably be told that I have no 
right to suggest this, but immediately 
this Bill is passed the small mone “y- -lender 
—the kind of gentleman whom the Sec- 
retary to the Local Government Board 
has been keeping in order upstairs—wil! 
regard it as a fruitful field for his opera- 
tions, and the stalking-horse British 
workman will be created for the purpose. 


Now I come to another point, and it is 
this: that the local authority, at the rate 


of interest in this Bill, cannot afford to 
do justice to the rest of the community, 
if it does justice to the others of thcse 
houses, on the amounts of money thst 
are secking. Iam positive of thet 
It also means a large increase in the staff 
of local officials to pry into titles, the 
investigation of freeholds, the looking 
into mortgages and transfers—a class of 
work that for many years we do not want 
to see our officials engaged in. They 


| have now clearly defined duties, and they 
| have plenty of employment elsewhere; 


and I sincerely trust that they wili not 
have the opportunity for increasing 
officialism which this Bill gives. Now, 
who is it favours this Bill except promis- 
ing politicians at election times? I think 
there is a tendency everywhere for every 
man who puts up for a public office to 
promise more than in his sober moments 
he could ever hope to fulfil. But because 
politicians have been reckless of the 
dignity of local life and of the sacred- 
ness of the private enterprise of friendly 
societies and building societies—because 
they have made terms which they want 
to fulfil at other people’s expense, there 
is no reason why the House of Commons 
should follow them down to that level of 
recklessness which many of them have 
already descended to. We have to look 
at this from the point of view of redeem- 
ing rash election pledges. Now, Mr. 
Wrightson did not do very well out of 
this Bill, and I venture to say that the 
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honourable Member for Sheffield, accus- 
tomed as he is to putting all his besi 
goods in the shop-window at election 
time, did not make this the most promi- 
nent plank in his platform. 


Working Men’s 


CotoneEL Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: 


It was in my programme. 


*Mr. BURNS: I know there appeared 
prison goods, Fair Trade, emigration of 
aliens, Imperial Federation, and these 
were the election tit-bits with which the 
Sheffield people were delighted. We have 
recently had some remarkable local elec- 
tions—one for the school board, one for 
the county council, and one for the ves- 
tries, and at all these three elections in 
some form or another schemes of this 
kind have been dangled before the work- 
ing class electors; and it is a curious 
fact that nearly every man who put 
this kind of thing uppermost in his elec 
tion address has not been elected. Take 
the case of Mr. Stanley Boulter, who is 
regarded as an authority upon the hous- 
ing of the poor, and he is practically one 
of the sponsors of this Bill. Mr. Stan- 
ley Boulter stood for Stepney, which is a 
district where the rents are high, and 
where the very people whom we ought to 
help in housing certainly ought to have 
rallied round him. He was, however, one 
of the defeated, simply because he made a 
Bill of this kind the very ground and 
justification for his election. I can quite 
see why he was not elected. It was 
because the East End artisan knows that 
the county council housing schemes are 
taking the place of slums in the East 
End of London, and he thinks if he has 
to choose between a private landlord who 
rack-rents, or a public authority who will 
offer him dwellings at rents just suffi- 
cient to cover the cost of erection, main- 
tenance, and repair, he will choose the 
latter. He does not want the bad land- 
lord if he can do without him, and he will 
prefer the public authority, but certainly 
he will not have the absurd terms in this 
Bill which Mr. Stanley Boulter boasted of 
at the county council election. But let 
us come from the East End of London to 
the working class district which I have 
tha honour to represent, namely, the 
parish of Battersea, and here we have a 


{8 Junz 1893} 
splendid illustration. I represent a dis- 
trict in which there is a block of artisans’ 
dwellings called the Shaftesbury Estate. 
It consists of 1,200 houses, occupied by 
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10,000 people.. I am glad to say that 
with regard to these 10,000 people there 
is neither a drinkshop nor a pawnshop 
connected with them, and one policeman 
could keep the whole district in order 
for 12 months—in fact, I think they could 
do better without the policeman than 
with him. There you have an instance 
of 1,200 houses occupied by the same 
type of persons whom this Bill is sup- 
posed to help. What are the facts! Why, 
that 25 years ago, when this estate was 
built, it was built somewhat under the 
conditions of this Bill. The tenants were, 
through their rents, to be enabled to buy 
their houses upon advantageous terms. 
The fact is that those who bought the 
houses have ever since regretted it, and 
those who sold them have made sacrifices 
and practically got nothing near the value 
of their property. And why have the 
men sold their houses, and why is it that 
the company can no longer sell them? 
Why, because every man on the Shaftes- 
bury Estate knows that a workman wants 
to follow his work, and the greatest im- 
pediment to prevent him doing so on 
limited wages and irregular work is for 
him to have £50, or £70, or £80 invested 
in bricks and mortar tieing him to that 
spot when he ought to have absolute 
freedom to go all over the place. In the 
light of my experience of the Shaftesbury 
Estate it seems to me that we ought not 
to pass this Bill. I go further, and say 
that between public ownership with cheap 
rents, and good private ownership of 
houses kept in order by the local sanitary 
authority there is no room for the com- 
promise in this Bill. Now, Sir, I trust 
that the House has heard sufficient to 
reject this Measure. I happen to repre 
sent a district on a big public body which 
is specially concerned at the present 
moment with the housine problem, and 
what do we find? Let me take the aver- 
age constituency. It is a fact that 90 
ver cent. of the London workmen drift in 
from the provinces between 21 and 38 
years of age. It is evident that all the 
men who come to London from the pro- 
vinces do not want to be hampered by 
this Bill, because they want to move up 
to the big towns to get higher wages. 
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Therefore your provincial man ought not 
to be hampered by this Bill. Immedi- 
ately he comes to London what happens? 
He comes to West Ham, or Battersea, 
perhaps, and what is the experience of 
those two districts, which are very much 
alike? In my own district it is fairly 
settled—more settled, in fact, than in 
West Ham. Now, last year 31 per cent. 
of the working class families moved, and 
30 per cent. of those families in my 
own district move every year. 
They do not want this Bill, and if they 
have it it will do them a great deal of 
harm. If this Bill were forced down 
their throats 





CotoneL Sir HOWARD VINCENT: 
It is really permissible. 


*Mr. BURNS: I know it is. If this 

Bill were forced upon them it would be 
unanimously rejected; if also they 
had £25 for taking the Bill as a free 
gift over the next 10 years, it would 
be disadvantageous to accept the £25 to 
stay in one locality. The fact is that a 
man living in one district works in 
another. Men living near the Crystal 
Palace, Bethnal Green, West Ham, Step- 
ney, and elsewhere do not work in those 
places. What we have to do is not to 
provide well-off men, as this Bill will, 
with an opportunity of getting houses at 
the ratepayers’ expense. 


CoLtoxen Sir HOWARD VINCENT: 
Why not? 


*Mr. BURNS: Simply because it is 
a reckless form of political subsidy only 
fit for election times, and not good 
enough for the practical, sensible House 
of Commons to pass. The poor—the very 
poorest—whom we ought to help have not 
got £50, and this Bill will not touch 
them. If we really want to help towards 
the housing problem it would be better 
for each Member of Parliament to so 
back to his own constituency and to 
bring before the town council the way 
in which it can be done, and the only 
good, satisfactory, and scientific way in 
which it can be done is either by build- 
ing houses for the poor or by the local 
authorities putting into operation the 
Housing Acts, which this House has 
already passed, and thus catering for those 


Mr. Burns. 
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who claim housing accommodation. 
This Bill is neither fish, flesh, nor good 
red herring. It is the outcome of ma, 
rash electoral promises; it is unscien- 
tific, and it is extravagant; it is in the 
interests of those who have, and it robs 
those who have not; and because there 
is no demand for this Measure from the 
working classes, and because the very 
poor who would benefit cannot afford the 
conditions imposed by this Bill, I ask the 
House to reject it. Get rid of these elec- 
toral promises and bring in a Measure 
for enabling the local authorities to deal 
with this question in the only reasonable 
way, namely, by allowing them to let 
houses at rents sufficient to cover the 
cost of maintenance and repair. 
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*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 

I look upon this as a Measure for reduc- 
ing the poor rate by the thrift of the ar- 
tisan. Let me remind the House that in 
the very first line of the Bill it is pointed 
out that it is permissible both for the 
workman and the local authority. Who 
are the people that have opposed it! 
I could well understand it if somebody 
identified with the large landlord 
classes, or if somebody interested 
in insanitary property had risen to 
oppose the Bill, but I find it is 
objected to by Gentlemen who de 
scribe themselves as representatives of 
the working classes; by gentlemen who 
are constantly pleading for the freedom 
of municipalities. Here is a permissive 
power placed in the hands of muni- 
cipalities, and these gentlemen objet 
to it. Here is a Bill which cannot benefit 
the landlord classes, and honourable 
Gentlemen opposite object to it. It is 
said that there is no demand for it in 
Battersea. I think I may say something 
with regard to that, for it is a district in 
which I lived for many years, and, al- 
though there may not be any demands in 
Wards Nos. 1, 2, and 3, there used to be a 
large demand for a Measure of this sort 
in Ward 4. With regard to West Ham, 
with a population of 135,000 people, the 
greater part of the artisan classes, there 
has been a very large and widespread 
demand for a Measure of this sort. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL (Stockton): I should 
like to ask whether there has been 4 
demand for this particular Measure? 
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*Mr. GRAY: For a Measure in which 
the local authority would be able to carry 
out the work which is now done effi- 
ciently by mamy building societies, but 
which cannot be entirely satisfactorily 
done, owing to the dread that many of 
the poorer class artisans entertain of the 
financial stability of some of these socie- 
ties. They are desirous of seeing a 
friendly society instituted which would 
have financial stability written on its 
face as a guarantee to them, and which 
would enable them to become possessors 
of their own houses. I have discussed 
this openly year after year with my own 
friends in West Ham, and I can say un- 
hesitatingly that I never had a single 
voice raised against it during all the 
vears I laid it before them. I look upon 
a Measure of this sort as on a level with 
schemes for old age pensions and com- 
pensation far accidents. I am myself 
anxious that the artisan classes should 
be protected against the suffering which 
may fall upon them during the working 
years of life, and that when _ they 
can no longer work there shall be 
some form of pension in their possession, 
and the possibility of their living for 
the remainder of their lives rent free. 
This is a scheme for enabling the artisan 
classes of a particular section to live rent 
free in the eventide of their lives, and 
le; me say at once that this Bill does 
not pretend to deal with the class of 
labourers for whom working men’s dwell- 
ings are usually erected. It is not in- 
‘ended for thesé people who are working 
» week here and a week there, and who 
are constantly migrating. But are these 
the only people for which the House of 
Commons is to have sympathy? It has 
heen argued by the honourable Member 
for Battersea, who I am sorry not to see 
in his place to listen to criticisms on 
his speech, as though this were a Measure 
intended to deal solely with those people 
who cannot look forward to the possi- 
bility of paying one week of rental, and 
who are well satisfied with the accommo- 
dation of workmen’s dwellings like the 
Peabody Buildings, and who are con- 
stantly migrating. I believe it is a fallacy 
‘o suppose that any large proportion of 
he working classes are in a constant state 
fmigration. Those who are familiar with 
‘arge towns know very well that a very 
.arze proportion of the working classes 
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are attached in many cases to one firm 
from boyhood to old age. Now, the 
honourable Member for Battersea has 
referred to West Ham. Let me give him 
an illustration. I will take the works of 
the Great Eastern Railway Company, 
works which, I believe, employ at Strat- 
ford about 5,000 men a year, nearly all 
belonging to the skilled artisan class. 
Now, I have heard year after year most 
bitter complaints from the most aged of 
these men that, notwithstanding the fact 
that they have been living in the one 
house during almost the entire period of 
their lives, and have been regular!yv 
paying their rent week after week, and 
have never been in arrears, they do not 


own a single stick or a stone in the dwell- . 


ing for which they have paid over and 
over again. They could never raise a 
sum of money sufficient without having 
to go into some of the building societies, 
of which they have so much dread, and 
they have been helpless to secure the 
possession of the dwelling in which they 
would like to remain until the close of 
their lives. Now here is a proposal to 
enable the municipality to step forward 
and assist them. It is ridiculous to sup- 
pose that some of these men cannot pro- 
vide the initial expense, and if this in- 
ducement were held out to them there 
are many more who would make an effort 
to save up through the agencies of 
penny banks and other agencies the 
necessary funds to bear the preliminary 
expenses in connection with this Measure. 
The honourable Gentleman who spoke last 
told us that we have some sinister motive 
at the back of this Bill, that we shall 
get the working man under the eye of his 
employer. 


*Mr. BURNS: That was on the supposi- 
tion that where too big a proportion of 
men lived in close proximity to the fac- 
tory there was a tendency on the part of 
the employer to put the screw on. If 
the honourable Member wants my au- 
thority for that let him go to Stratford 
and ask any Great Eastern Railway man 
who lives in a company’s house. 


*Mr. GRAY: I am very familiar with 
the men employed by the Great Eastern 
Railway, and I never heard one of them 
advance such an argument. On the 
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contrary, I know there is a proposal by 
the company to provide cottages for their 
men several miles away from the works in 
which they are engaged, As I said before, 
the line of opposition taken to this Bill 
is, not to deal with that which is in the 
Bill, but to conjure up something from 
the imagination. The Bill does not tie 
the working man to live in any district 
whatever. There is nothing at all in the 
Bill to prevent him from living several 
miles away from his work, as many would 
do in my district. I know many men 
who would go to the borders of Epping 
Forest, but if they do so they have to 
pay rents or purchase their dwellings, and 
I am very anxious to enable them to 
purchase their dwellings by the payment 
of rent. The honourable Gentleman who 
moved the Amendment to the Second 
Reading of this Bill said that people 
would be better off by putting £200 in 
the savings bank than by entering into 
this scheme. But, unless he enters into 
some such scheme as this, if he is year 
after year paying rent without any 
return beyond the temporary accommo 
dation of a house afforded him week by 
week, he will never have £200 in the 
savings bank. Rent and living pretty 
well take away the whole of the wages of 
the working man. Anyone who is fami- 
liar with small property knows that this 
scheme can be worked out without any 
increase in the rates, because the house 
can be purchased by 16 years’ payment 
of the rent, and that is a scheme which 
the House of Commons should give ready 
acceptance to. It is again suggested that 
this scheme will tie the men to the dis- 
trict in which their houses are being pur- 
chased. Those who are familiar with the 
operation of the building societies will 
know very well that there is nothing 
more common than the sale by the men 
of what they call their “books.” The 
“books” are freely sold—that is, their 
interest in the property which they have 
partly purchased—and there is not within 
the four corners of this Bill any proposal, 
of even a shadowy description, which 
would prevent a man from parting with 
property which he has partly purchased. 
The local authority, or the man himself, 
can sell out the interest which he has 
acquired, but has not succeeded in pur- 
chasing out and out; 
working men in the district who would 
Mr. Gray. 
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and there are many 
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be glad to take up by purchase the 
amount that the original purchaser has 
already invested, and become the owner 
of the house. I have never known any 
difficulty of the sort exist with small pro- 
perty in the neighbourhood of large towns, 
Another bogey was put up for us—namely, 
that the Bill was not intended to apply 
to the colliery districts ; but is that any 
neason why it should not apply to Lon- 
don? The figures in this Bill would 
enable many artisans to purchase their 
houses out and out, and many of them 
will look with the very deepest gratitude 
if such a Measure as this is adopted, 
whereby they can feel that they have a 
vested interest in the place where they 
are staying. And then see how desirous 
these men are of improving their dwell- 
ings if they realise that they will have the 
whole benefit of the improvement they 
have made. But a man now hesitates to 
do anything which will improve his house 
because he knows he is subject to a week’s 
notica of dismissal, and he believes that 
if he improves the tenement in which he 
is living he is liable either to be mulcted 
in an increased rent or to be turned out 
at a week’s notice. But let him feel that 
he is no longer at the mercy of a land- 
lord, that he cannot be ejected, that the 
place is in his own hands as long as he 
pays his rent regularly, he will spend 
his Saturday afternoons and his evenings 
in making his house more comfortable 
and attractive ; and it is my firm convic- 
tion that a Measure of this sort, giving 
the artisan class a direct interest in their 
houses, will do far more than all the local 
veto Bills ever brought before the public 
to inculcate the principles of temperance 
and sobriety. ‘The natural desire of man 
is to cultivate home life, but this feeling 
is at present broken down by the uncom- 
fortable condition under which he 
lives, and by the fact that he is at the 
mercy of half a doen persons. If this 
Bill were a very great charge upon the 
local ratepayers, if it placed a very heavy 
burden upon the local municipality, one 
might hesitate before giving it a Second 
Reading. But, as far as I can see, the 
ratepayers’ interests are most carefully 
safeguarded by this Bill. I cannot 
imagine how any authority adopting this 
Act and working it out can possibly have 
any bad debts thrown upon their 
shoulders. If the Amendment were 
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adopted, if it became a condition that 
the freehold should always become the 
property of the municipality, I can readily 
understand that in a district which was 
rapidly being deserted the local munici- 
pality might have upon its hands a num- 
ber of tenements which would have no 
marketable value, and which would be a 
burden upon the ratepayers. But this 
Measure is optional ; the municipality can 
purchase either the freehold or the lease- 
hold, and the working man is not com- 
pelled to move. I do appeal to the House 
of Commons to give this Bill a Second 
Reading, and to send its details to be 
carefully investigated by a Select Com- 
mittee. I am not prepared to say that 
I am satisfied with every one of the 
details. I think it is possible that the 
amount of money might be with advan- 
tage very considerably increased. I think 
it is possible, too, that the limit of £3 per 
week as the weekly wage which shall 
qualify a man to apply for the benefits of 
this Act should be increased, so that 
another class might participate in 
its advantages. But these are details 
which do not touch the main prin- 
ciples of the Act. The main principle is 
an exceedingly simple one. It is permis- 
sive in its character, it will enable those 
municipalities who care to adopt it to 
advance money to artisans who are able 
to demonstrate their intention to occupy 
themselves the tenements they propose to 
purchase, and it will be for the working 
men to decide what they will do. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL : The fault I 
find with this discussion is that honour- 
able Gentlemen responsible for it do not 
explain the principles upon which the Bill 
is based, and, if they did, I amsure that, 
so far as my experience is concerned, there 
is not a single working class audience in 
England that would approve of the prin- 
ciples of this Measure. I shall give ample 
evidence of that before I conclude my 
speech. This is not a Bill to confer very 
great powers upon municipalities. I am 
in favour of conferring powers of an im- 
portant character upon our municipalities, 
so as to remove the great evils which 
exist in our large towns. The honour- 
a-le Member for Wolverhampton stated 
that he condemned t}.+ manner in which 


{8 June 1898} 





Dwellings Bill. 1042. 


the working classes are now compelled to 
live in the slums in our large towns. I 
quite agree with him. But this Bill will 
not touch the question of slum property ; 
and, with all due deference to what fell 
from the honourable Member for Batter- 
sea, I disagree with him entirely. The 
Measure dealing with the housing of the 
working classes may do for London, Man- 
chester, and Liverpool, but in the smaller 
municipalities where slums exist, and 
where they have endeavoured to put that 
Measure into operation, the cost is so 
great, it is so overwhelming, that in every 
case the municipalities are compelled to 
allow the Measure to remain dormant. 
I have sat on a Committee dealing 
with the question of slum property for a 
considerable time, and the corporation 
to which I belong have allowed the Mea- 
sure to remain dormant, owing to the 
very great cost which would be entailed 
by its adoption. But what I object to 
in this Bill is that it does not confer, 
although it professes to do so, very great 
powers upon the municipalities of this 
country. The honourable Member for 
South Islington spoke about the munici- 
palities approving of this Measure. I 
know three or four municipalities who 
have discussed the principles of the Mea- 
sure, and in every case they have con- 
demned it when the details have been ex- 
plained to them. By this Bill you pro- 
pose to confer certain advantages upon 
the working classes with one hand, and 
then you impose conditions which on the 
other hand will nullify to a great 
extent the benefits proposed to be con- 
ferred. Take for instance the first clause 
of this Bill. That clause makes it com- 
pulsory that every working man who will 
undertake to purchase a house under 
this Bill must live in the house—he must 
be the resident tenant. Now, in my 
opinion such a condition as that is perma- 
nently defective, because you may induce 
a working man to become a tenant of a 
house, and after he has been paying his 
interest and redemption money to the 
corporation, at some time or other he 
may be discharged from his employ- 
ment, or he may be compelled to 
remove some miles away from the 
town in which he has agreed to 
purchase a particular house. Under 
such conditions as those there would 
be a forced sale, and wherever you have 
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a forced sale there must be a loss to the 
person who is compelled to sell the pro- 
perty. That is one of the great defects 
in this Measure, and I challenge any 
Member in this House who has had any 
experience of working men to deny what 
I said in a previous speech—that there is 
not a single working man who can say 
that his position is worth a fortnight or 
a month’s purchase. He is liable to be 
turned away at a week’s notice, and if he 
is so turned away, and he is compelled to 
sell property for which he has been pay- 
ing for five or ten years, he is bound to 
sell at an enormous sacrifice. The Mem- 
ber for West Ham shakes his head. I 
am sorry to say that he has not had much 
experience of the sale of property. If 
he has had, then I must say that his 
experience does not agree with mine. 
However, whatever our experiences may 
be, in my opinion that is one of the great 
defects in this Measure. If you are 
going to confer a benefit upon the work- 
ing classes of this country, then I hold 
that a municipality should not give less 
advantages than a building society. If 
& man invests in a building society it is 
immaterial whether he lives 10 or 20 
miles away; as long as he pays his inte- 


rest and redemption to the building society 
the property is his own, and cannot be 


touched. Wherever I have spoken upon 
this subject I have never found a work- 
ing man who approves of that principle of 
this Measure. I may say that the Mea- 
sure was originated in the town I have 
the honour to represent. It was fought 
there, and the author of it was defeated 
at the last election. That proves that 
where it was originated, where it was dis- 
cussed in detail, it is not cared for. The 
fact is, that the working classes laugh at 
the very idea of such a Measure as this. 
My second objection to this Bill is this: 
I have heard from the other side of the 
House that you are going to improve the 
condition of the working classes, to 
encourage thrift among them, and to 
create a general desire on their part to 
become owners under this Bill. Now, 
the very fact that the last speaker 
taunted Members this side of the 
House with being ignorant of the Bill, 


on 


and that he himself spoke in a general 

‘ense, is proof to me that he has not 

studied the second clause of this Measure. 

In that clause there is a limitation as 
Mr. J. Samuel. 
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to the borrowing powers of the munici- 
palities, no municipality being em- 
powered to borrow beyond one-eighth of 
its rateable value. If you are going to 
confer a great and lasting boon on the 
working classes, why do you limit the 
power of conferring that boon? Let me 
take some striking examples. The honour. 
able Member for the Central Division of 
Sheffield spoke about the working classes 
of Sheffield approving of this Measure. 
But to what extent? The population of 
Sheffield is 330,000, and the number 
which can take advantage of this 
Measure—that is to say, if they have 
£50 and borrow the maximum sum of 
£150—is only 1,030 working men. The 
introducer of this Bill talked about the 
great benefit it would confer on the 
people of Wolverhampton, which has a 
population of less than 100,000, but the 
number that would benefit if they took 
full advantage of the Measure is only 
272. Now take another town in which 
this Measure was debated at full length— 
I refer to Barnsley. Last year we had 
an election in Barnsley, in which I took 
some part, and the house of every work- 
ing man in that town, and throughout 
the division, had a pamphlet put into it, 
stating the benefits of this Measure, with 
portraits of the right honourable Gentle 
man the Colonial Secretary, the Duke 
‘of Devonshire, and Lord Salisbury, 
thereby connecting the Tory Party 
with the Measure; and they even sent 
down special men to expound its prim 
ciples. I myself explained it to the best 
of my ability, and I showed that in 
Barnsley itself, with a population of 
40,000, only 93 could take advantage of 
this glorious Measure; and when it was 
explained the Barnsley people scouted 
it, and although there was a division in 
the Labour they returned the 
Liberal candidate by a majority of over 
3,000. In the two boroughs I have the 
honour to represent, out of a population 
of 74,000, only 180 could take advantage 
of the Measure. Let me call attention 
to the position in West Ham. The 
honourable Member said that every 
working man in West Ham was anxious 
to take advantage of this Measure, and 
that was why I rose to ask him whether 
he had ever explained this Measure to 
the people of West Ham. The popula- 
tion of West Ham is 222,000, according 
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to the Municipal Authorities Year Book, 
and out of that only 810 could take 
advantage of this great Measure. 


*Mr. E. GRAY: 810 in the first year. 
*Mr. J. SAMUEL: Yes, Sir, 810 in the 


first year, but if the honourable Member 
works it out 





*Mr. GRAY: I am sure the honourable 
Member does not want to mis-state the 
facts, but each one of that 810 represents 
a family, and the proportion to the whole 
population is accordingly much greater. 
If the honourable Member used the same 
argument at Barnsley, I can understand 
the result. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL: I invite the honour- 
able Member to go to West Ham and 
explain to the working classes that the 
Corporation can, if they think fit, put 
this Measure into operation, and that of 
the vast population of West Ham only 
810 in the first year can take ad- 
I should like to know 
honourable Member how 
possible for a corporation 
out of a vast population to select, with- 
out corruption or jobbery, the particular 
section of the population to take advan- 
tage of the Bill. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
every working man should be placed in 
the same position, and every man should 
have the right to take advantage of the 
Measure, if the principle were good ; but 
there is not a single working man who, 
When the condition of this Measure is 
explained to him, would invest his money 
under it. I never heard the honour- 
able Member for the Central Division of 
Sheffield explain the details of this Bill. 
I listened to his speech at Barnsley, but 
he spoke in a very general sense, as if 
he were going to confer the greatest pos- 
sible boon on the working classes. What 
I should like the honourable Member to 
do would be to explain the details of the 
Measure, and to tell what it proposes to 
confer, and if he can get a working man 
to vote for the candidate who advocates 
this Measure he will have won his point. 
Take another clause of this Bill, just to 
show how restricted its powers are. Take 


vantage of it. 
from the 
it is 


clause 4. Now, if there is one thing 
VOL. LVIII. [FourtH Series. | 
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that will be found among the working 
classes of this country, it is that many 
Wives are compelled to assist their hus- 
bands by keeping small shops. There are 
many thousands of working men assisted 
in this manner by their wives and 
daughters, but under clause 4—just to 
show the generosity of the promoters of 
this Measure—if a house is converte( 
into a public-house, which is very proper 
—I mean that the clause is proper—to 
prevent a working man turning a house 
into a public-house, and I quite agree 
with that, but the clause goes on to say 
that if a house is turned into any other 
use, such as a small shop, the corpor» 
tion can come down on the working man 
and compel him to sell the property. 


*Sir. A. HICKMAN: But clause 4 
also states that a house in which a 
workman both dwells and carries on his 
trade or employment shall be deemed 
to be a dwelling-house. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL: But sub-section (e) 
provides that the house shall not be used 
for the sale of intoxicating liquors, or 
for any purpose other than that of a 
dwelling-house. 


*Smr A. HICKMAN: Read further. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL: Yes, the clause says 
further— 


“Provided that for the purpose of this 
enactment a house in which a workman bot! 
dwells and carries on his trade or employment 
shall be deemed to be a dwelling-house.” 


But that is the trade he is employed at : 
but if a man is an iron worker, or em- 
ployed in the works of the honourabie 
Member, and if he or his wife keeps « 
small shop in addition, it is not his 
trade, and the corporation can call on 
Now, I called 
attention on the last occasion to sub 
section 3 of clause 4. It contains a 
restriction which I say this House has 
no right to impose on any working man. 
It prevents him from dividing his pro 
perty between, say, a son and a daughter, 
and if it be divided by bequest. the cor- 
poration can sell the property. All these 
restrictions are such as _ honourable 
Ye 


him to sell his property. 
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Members would not tolerate in the case of 
their own properties, and therefore I 
hold they should not be put upon the 
working classes of this country. I am 
not going to deal with clause 9, by which, 
if a man earns more than £3 a week, he 
is placed outside the scope of the Mea- 
eure. This Measure, although it pre 
tends to confer a great and lasting boon 
on the working classes of this country, is 
such that its operation will be very 
restricted. If you want to enfranchise 
the working men you should, in my 
opinion, place them in the same position 
as other men, and give them equal 
rights and privileges, and because it fails 
to do this I am going to vote against 
this Measure. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL In the 
unfortunate and unavoidable absence 
of the President of the Local 


Government Board, I rise to state the 
views of the Government on this Bill. 
I have listened with very great interest 
and with not a little amusement to this 
Debate. A famous statesman of another 
generation is reported to have once ob 
served to his colleagues that it really did 
not matter much what they said, but 
it was important that they should all 
say the same thing. That is advice 
which the opponents of this Bill might 
very well have taken before this Debate 
began. The House has been told by the 
honourable Member for Battersea that 
there is no demand for this Bill, while 
other honourable Members have informed 
the House that it is a mere political job, 
a question of fulfilling election pledges. 
The changes have been rung on these 
phrases all through the Debate, and I 
wish to call the attention of the House 
to the opening remarks of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Forest of Dean when he moved the rejec- 
tion of this Bill in 1896. The right 
honourable Gentleman then said— 


“This was not an academic discussion in 
which they were engaged. It was not one of 
the ordinary Wednesdays spent on a Bill which 
had no chance of passing. It would be idle to 
deny that there was a large body of opinion 
favourable to the Bill, and it was very possible 
that, on the Division that afternoon, it might 
be carried by more than an ordinary Parlia. 
mentary majority. The very fact that the 
Bill was one which had some chance of passing 


Mr. J. Samuel. 


{COMMONS} 
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made it the more important that on the first 
occasion when it had been seriously discussed 
in Parliament the objections to its provisions 
should be at once pointed out.” 
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It is clear that the right honourable 
Gentleman, who, I may take it, knows 
something about the working classes of 
this country, did not think then that 
there was no demand for this Bill; on 
the contrary, he believed, what every 
man who has ever been in an English 
election—and I have been in a good many 
of them—must believe, that the great 
mass of the English electorate care a 
great deal more for questions like this 
than they care for the constitutional 
changes that honourable Members oppo- 
site advocate. I take an interest in this 
Bill from another point of view. I re- 
present a part of the country where a 
great experiment similar in character to 
this has been tried, and tried with com. 
plete success. There are now in Ireland 
30,000 occupying owners under the Land 
Purchase Acts, who have purchased their 
holdings with money provided by the 
State. Iam not saying the cases are exactly 
alike, but I do say that the principle is 
the same. There are now, I repeat, 
30,000 occupying owners in Ireland who 
have purchased their holdings with 
money provided by the State, and who 
have not been called upon to advance 
this one-fourth as the English working 
man is called upon to do. And I say 
here, what everyone knows to be true, 
that during the 12 or 13 years these 
Acts have been in operation in Ireland 
the experiment has been a complete 
success. 


Mr. W. ALLAN (Gateshead): May | 
ask if these tenant farmers were 
ployed on their own holdings? 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I cannot deal 
with that question now. I say the cases 
are not exactly the same. But the prin- 
ciple of the State advancing money for 
this purpose is the same. I say that that 
experiment has been attended with com- 
plete success in Ireland; indeed, I do 
not hesitate to say that it is the only 


em- 


complete success in Irish legislation 
during the half - century that has 
passed. And, seeing that the advance 


of State money far this purpose in Ire- 
land has achieved success, I am not in 
the least surprised that English work- 
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men should take up the idea that what 
is good for Irish farmers might be good 
for English workmen. I am not in the 
least surprised that that is the case. 


An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Give them 
the same chance. 


*Mr T. W. RUSSELL: An honour- 
able Member says, “Give them the 
same chance.” JI would remind the 
House that, when the Land Purchase 
Acts were first passed, the tenant 
had to advance one-fourth of the 
purchase price. It was then a tentative 
experiment, and it was only when the ex- 
periment became a success that the State 
advanced the whole of the purchase 
money. I now come to the question of 
how far the Bill gives cause for the ob- 
jections that have been raised by a few 
honourable Members. Some honourable 
Member declared that the Bill would only 
benefit a small class. How is that argu- 
ment to be reconciled with the argument 
of the honourable Member for Mon- 
mouthshire that the local authorities 
would be taking a tremendous risk in 
advancing money! If the class to be 
benefited will be small, the money to be 
advanced will be small in amount, and 
therefore the risk will be small. And 
if only a small class will take advantage 
of the provisions of the Bill, is that any 
reason for not doing a good thing? We 
are told that there are very few work- 
men—and I am astonished to hear that 
statement from representatives of the 
working classes—who would be able to 
advance a fourth of this money—that is, 
£40 or £50. I feel sure that the experi- 
ence of honourable Members opposite is 
not the universal experience. I am 
certain that there are many thousands of 
English working men who will be able 
to advance this money and to take advan- 
tage of this Bill. We are told that the 
local authorities will run risks in 
advancing the money, but I think the 
Bill, although, of course, it can be 
amended, provides sufficient safeguards. 
In the first place, no local authority 
would be able to borrow more for this 
purpose than is represented by one- 
eighth of its rateable value; in the 
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second place, the local authority will have 
the security of the working men them- 
selves paying a fourth of the money; 
and, in the third place, no local authority 
will be allowed to advance more than 
£150 to any single workman. I do not 
see that there is much risk to the local 
authorities in this arrangement; but, if 
there be any risk, the answer is that the 
local authorities will enter upon it with 
their eyes open, for this is not 
a compulsory Bill, it is a_ per- 
missive Bill; and I am surprised that 
honourable Members opposite, who are 
always defending, and rightly defending, 
local authorities and local government, 
should hesitate to allow these local 
authorities to exercise their discretion 
upon this question. The local authorities 
are the best authorities upon the ques- 
tion ; they have all the facts before them, 
and they are perfectly competent to deal 
with matters of this character. I admit 
that, while much may be said in favour 
of the principle of the Bill, there are 
difficulties in the way. I believe there 
is a very large number of working men 
of England—I am not speaking so muca 
from the Debates in this House as from 
the experience I have had—who are in 
favour of the Bill. But there are, as I 
have said, serious difficulties which it is 
not wise to overlook. In the first place, 
there is the fact that a very large number 
of English workmen are migrants, and 
that there are cases in which industries 
are shifted from one locality to another. 
There are cases in which industries are 
closed altogether—for instance, the tin- 
plate industry in Wales. I am not over- 
looking these difficulties in the least, and 
I admit that the migratory character of 
the English workmen differentiates cases 
under this Act from those under the Irish 
Act. I also admit that there is the ques- 
tion of how far a man who is tied to his 
labour by the possession of his house in 
this way is a free agent. I am not speak- 
ing from the employers’ standpoint, and 
I recognise that that might be a reason 
for confining a man to the locality in 
which he works. But these are not diffi- 
culties which ought to prevent the 
fullest inquiry into this Measure. The 
position of the Government is this: they 
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sympathise with the principle of this 
Bill, and they think the object to be 
achieved is a good one. The Bill may 
require Amendment ; there are very few 
Bills introduced that do not require 
Amendment. Believing, therefore, that 
the object of this Bill is a good one, the 
Government think it ought to be read 
asecond time, andthat it ought to go to 
aSelect Committee. In this way we ought 
to be able to get the opinions of the local | 
authorities upon this matter. Surely 
honourable Members will admit that the 
local authorities, who will be called upon 
to act under this Bill, ought to have an 
opportunity of studying it. The appoint- 
ment of a Select Committee will also 
enable the House to get at the opinions 
of the working classes themselves upon | 
the Bill. For these reasons. the Govern- 
ment will support the Second Reading, 
end if my honourable Friend will move 
to refer it to a Select Committee we 
shall be very glad to support the Motion. 








*Mr. 
the purpose 
the 
under which we 
ject. This, if 
right, is the second plank in the great | 


ASQUITH : 
of 


somewhat 


I 


calling 


tor 


to | 


rise simply 
attention 
singular conditions 
are debating this sub- 


my memory serves me 
programme of social reform which was | 
exhibited for the of the 
electors at the Election of | 
1895. The first old-age 
pensions, which the | 
consideration of 
The plank for | 
working men, and that, we are now told, | 
isto bereferred to a Select Committee, i in| 
order that the Government. m: ry discover, | 
as the right honourable Member for| 
South Tyrone has ingenuously confessed, 
whether there is any real bond fide de |, 
mand for it. 


admiration 
General 
plank 


is 


was 


now under 


‘ 
c 


1 Royal Commission. 


second was dwelline’s 


*Mr. T. W 
than I went. 


RUSSELL: That is further 
I admitted the dem 


mittee would inquire into was as to the 
opinion of the local authorities with re 
gard to their power ; 
that I said it would be expedient to have | 
the egg of the working classes. 


Mr. T. Russell. 


{COMMONS} 


| for 
jis his view 
| Government in this matter. In the mean- 
| time 


| Government, the only thing the 


| not 


and in| 
full, but. I said that what the Select Com- | 


and in addition to | 
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*Mr. ASQUITH: I do not think the 
honourable Gentleman’s correction sere 
ously modifies my statement. But is not 
this a rather curious state of things? 
Here we are at the fag end of a Wednes 
day afternoon. in the third Session of the 
present Parliament, and we are discussing 
a Bill upon the back of which I do not 
see the name of a single member of the 
Ministry. And where are the authors of 
the Birmingham programme? Where is 
the right honourable Gentleman. the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies? It 
is true I see on the Treasury Bench. one 
has re 
cently emerged from the seclusion of the 
far end of the Bench, and I hope we shali 
hear from the right honourable Member 
Bordesley (Mr. Collings) 
of the responsibility of the 


shy and retiring figure, which 


what 


I call the attention of the House 


'and the country to this significant fact, 


that, after three years of legislative 


| 
| experience, after three Queen’s speeches, 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


programme after programme from the 


GoverL- 


| ment can say about this great question of 


is that they 
prepared to consider it with an open 
mind, and take the instructions of a 
Select it. I think, 
under these circumstances, it is a waste 


workmen’s dwellings are 


Committee upon 


| of time to go on dwelling upon the details 


of this Bill. My honourable Friends 
behind ine have raked the Bill with er- 
|ticisms which have not been 
and the substantial justice of which I do 
understand the representatives of 
the Government have disputed. sefore 
I sit down I desire to deal with only 
me point; that is the inisleading 


answered, 


most 


|analogy which the honourable Member 
|who has just sat down. has endeavoured 


into the service of this 
Bill; the analogy of what has been 
done in Ireland. What is the reason and 
justification for the policy of advancing 
| State money to the Irish tenants! It is 
this, that the Irish tenantry, by their 
labour and their enterprise, have created 
the vaiue of the holdings upon which 
l they live. These tenants had in every 
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sense, except the Jegal sense, in ethics 
and in morality, a preponderating 
interest in the holdings upon which they 
lived, and by means of which they 
acquired their livelihood; and it was 
from that point of view, morally, as 
well as from the point of view of the 
maintenance of social order, that this 
House embarked upon the policy of a 
large measure of land purchase in Ire 
land, which, I am glad to agree with the 
honourable Member for South Tyrone, 
has produced most beneficial results. But 
there is no real analogy between the two 
cases; and the suggestion that there is 
any such analogy, either as regards 
natural justice, or social expediency, or 
economic practicability, appears to me to 
be playing with the judgment of the 
House, and to be invoking an analogy 
which has no real foundation. I shall 
certainly vote against the Second Read 
ing, as a clumsy and belated attempt to 
deal with an unreal demand, and if I am 
ever called upon to justify that position 
I shall be prepared to do so, and I shall 
fortify myself with the admissions we 
have heard from the Treasury Bench. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) : 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife has referred to 
the fact that the names of none of Her 
Majesty’s Ministers appear on the back 
of this Bill. I have a very limited 
experience of the procedure of this 
House, but I have been informed by 
those on whose opinions I can rely that 
such a thing as the name of one of Her 
Majesty’s Ministers appearing on the 
back of a private Member’s Bill is quite 
unknown. Because the names of Her 
Majesty’s Ministers do not appear on the 
back of this Bill, the right honourable 
Member seems to assume that they do not 
approve of the Measure. But the honour- 
able Member for South Tyrone, speaking 
on behalf of the Government most wisely 
in favour of the Bill, said, as everyone 
will admit, that for certain portions of 
it consideration is required, and that by 
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being referred to a Select Committee it 
will be improved, and the opinions of 
the local authorities will be obtained. 
The honourable Member for Battersea 
objected to this Bill on the ground that 
it was a political job, intended to fulfil 
our election pledges, and he appealed to 
us to withdraw from the election pledges 
and not to pass the Second Reading. 


*Mr. BURNS: No, no. 


Mr. GALLOWAY : That is the impres- 
sion I gathered from the remarks of the 
honourable Member. 


*Mr. BURNS: I must ask the honour- 

able Member not to misinterpret me. 
What I said was that, because a few 
inexperienced politicians made rash 
pledges, that was no reason why the 
House should follow them. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: The honourable 
Member for Stockton, and several other 
honourable Members on the Oppo 
sition side of the House, objected 
strongly to this Bill on the ground 
that it would help very few of 
the working classes of this country. 
The honourable Member for Stockton 
also went into an elaborate calculation 
—the accuracy of which I do not dispute 
—and he seemed to deduce from his 
argument that, because 30 per cent. 
of the population only would benefit by 
the passing of this Bill 





*Mr. J. SAMUEL: I did not say 30 


per cent. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: I understood the 


honourable Member to say so. 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL: What I said was 
that the second clause limited the bor- 
rowing powers of each municipality to 
one-eighth of its rateable value, which 
meant that in very large towns only a 
very small proportion of the working 
men could possibly take advantage of the 
Bill. 
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Mr. GALLOWAY: The argument| 
seems to be that because only snoeighth| 
of the population which depend upon} 
this Bill would benefit by it, therefore— | 
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to one employment, but I know many 
cases where men have spent the whole of 
their lives in the same occupation. And 
why are we to put these men under a 


| penalty because of some fantastical idea 


*Mr. J. SAMUEL: I must repeat that I 
did not say oneeighth of the popula-| 
tion. I said the municipality would only 
be able to borrow to the extent of one 
eighth of their rateable value. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: The honourable 
Member said that in Wolverhampton, out 
of a population of 100,000, only 279 
would benefit by this Bill. I am not dis- 
puting the accuracy of the honourable | 
Member’s figures, but there are two 
answers to that argument. In the first| 
place it seems to me an extraordinary 
argument that, because in Wolverhamp- | 
ton only 279 people are going to benefit | 
by this Bill, the Bill is a bad Bill; | 
and that these 279 people are not to be| 
allowed to benefit by it. But, surely, | 
even if only a small number of the work- 
ing classes of this country would benefit 
by the passing of this Bill, that is one 
reason why we should begin in a tentative | 
manner to try and improve it. It is| 
argued that the Bill will not benefit the| 
poorest of the poor. That may be so—l | 
never argued that it would—but I fail to| 
see why the thrifty artisan should be put | 
under a penalty for his thrift, and that is | 
what this argument really comes to. We) 


that some employer may be able to use 
the fact that a man owns his-house as an 


|argument against an increase. or in favour 


of a decrease in wages! The truth is 
honourable Members opposite fear that 
if this Bill is passed we shall be fulfilling 
one of the election pledges of which they 
are most afraid. 


An HONOURABLE MemBerR: One pledge, 


Mr. GALLOWAY: An_ honourable 
Member opposite says “One pledge.” 
Well, we shall be ready when the time 
comes to take the verdict of the country, 
and if a comparison is made of the 


pledges we have redeemed and the 


pledges honourable Members opposite 
have redeemed, it will be found that we 
are far in advance of the Opposition. 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): Mr. Speaker, after the way 
in which the Secretary of the Local 
Government Board has addressed himself 
to some of the difficulties surrounding 
| this question, it would be altogether un- 
necessary for me to refer, as I purposed 
doing, to the statements which have been 
made in the course of the Debate as to 


are further told that there is no demand|the overwhelming amount of evidence 
for this Bill, but my experience of the| there is in support of the principle of this 
working classes in Lancashire is that | | Bill, more particularly from the working 
they have an evident desire for the pass-| classes. For, as the honourable Gentle 
ing of some Bill such as this, in order} man has assured us, the ground upon 


| . : 
that they may become possessed of the| which the Government give their assent 


house in which they live. Speaking as 
one who has had some experience as an 
employer, I have yet to learn how any 
employer will be able to use the fact that 
a@ man owns the house in which he lives 
as an argument for decreasing or avoid- 
ing an increase in the man’s wages. We 
have been told that the fact that his 
house could not be sold without great 
sacrifice would tend to pin a man down 





to the Second Reading of the Bill is that 
it may be referred to a Select Committee, 
that, there, they may have the oppor- 
tunity of ascertaining the opinions of 
the local authorities as to the advisa- 
bility of proceeding on the lines indicated 
by this Bill. One of the chief arguments 
which has been advanced in the course 
of the Debate in support of the Bill has 
been that it will have a tendency to 
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promote thrift. Well, Mr. Speaker, I 
should certainly be one of the last to dis- 
courage any movement or any proposal 
which, in my judgment, was calculated to 
induce the working classes to break away 
from any tendency towards thrift that 
there may be at the present time. One 
of the greatest regrets of my life is 
that there should be so much wasteful- 
ness and extravagance amongst working 
men, and I should certainly do all I pos- 
sibly can in order to encourage the ten- 
dency to thrift amongst the industrial 
classes. But, Sir, my impression is that 
the provisions of this Bill as it stands 
will not tend to induce thrift to such an 
extent as honourable Gentlemen oppo- 
But, granting that their 
arguinent be sound, why should certain 


site imagine. 


well-meaning and industrious portions of 
the community be debarred from the pro- 
visions of your Bill? You have already 
had it admitted by the promoters of 
the Bill this afternoon that it is not 
intended to apply it to miners. 


*Sirn A. HICKMAN: Excuse me. 
What I said was that it would not apply 
to miners working in isolated parts of 
the country. 


Mr. FENWICK: There are very few 
miners who can hope to be working in 
isolated parts of the country, but if I 
am prepared to accept that qualification 
from the honourable Baronet opposite, I 
cannot help remembering that only a 
short time ago Lord Londonderry, who 
has taken an active interest in this 
Bill, went down to the north of England, 
and particularly singled out myself, the 
honourable Member for Berwick, and 
Mr. Samuel Storey as being amongst the 
opponents of a Measure which was in- 
tended to enable miners to become the 
possessors of their own houses. I am very 
glad to hear from the promoters of the 
Bill this afternoon that it is not in- 
tended to apply to any considerable ex- 
tent to men in the position of miners. 
The reason that was given for that was 
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the uncertainty of the work in which they 
were employed ; but I should like to ask 
the House, Mr. Speaker, how you can 
determine any given time as to the 
stability or continuance of any industry? 
Every industry depends upon the margin 
of profit that can be obtained out of that 
industry. When trade decreases the 
margin of profit to the employer will 
decrease either 
an indefinite time. Well, now, how are 
the local authorities to ascertain, with 
any assurance, whether that trade is to 
continue in a state of stability or not? 
Presumably they will only grant the 


permanently or for 


allowance to working men provided that 
they are assured that the industry in 
which they are employed is likely to 
continue in a prosperous state for a con- 
siderable time. How is it possible for 
the local authority to satisfy themselves 
on that question unless they are given 
inquisitorial powers for investigation into 
the financial position of those interested 
in the industry? Take, for example, the 
steel work at Sunderland, which is now 
practically dead. Would it be possible 
for any local authority, three years before 
the closing of that industry, to determine 
that that industry would cease at the 
expiration of another three years? Or 
take, again, the Railton collieries. To 
have seen the Railton collieries in opera- 
tion five years ago, any outside observer 
would have said they were likely’ to 
have gone on prospering for an indefinite 


pericd. I confess that it seems to me 
absolutely impossible for any local 


authority to determine with any degree 
of assurance that the industry in-which 
those who apply for assistance under this 
Bill are engaged, is likely to continue for 
any considerable time. And therefore, 
if by. any means an industry should be 
closed, it seems to me that the local 
authority is bound to suffer considerable 
loss by the closing of that industry. And 
here it is that I, in my humble judg- 
ment, conclude that the local authority 
would be subject to considerable risk of 
losing under the provisions of this Bill. 
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Now, I admit, Mr. Speaker, that there is 
a considerable 
able, to speak more correctly 
of sympathy with the principle which 
underlies this Bill at the time when it 
was first made known. The proposal was 
made when the Unionist Party were 
appealing to the working classes of this 


or there was a consider- 





amount 





country for their votes at the general elec- 
tion of 1895. The ground upon which 
the proposal was made was that the 
British workman in this respect should be 
in no worse circumstances than the Irish 
peasant farmer, and surely, said Unionist 
candidates in all parts of the north of 
England, at least, if the Government can 
see its way to advance money upon easy 
Irish peasant farmers, why 


terms to 


should they not advance money on 
equally reasonable terms to the British 
workman to enable him to become the 
Yes; but 
you have not, indeed, carried out in that 
respect the pledges which you gave to 
the country at that time. Why do you 
propose, under the provision of this Bill, 
to place the British workman in worse 
circumstances than the Irish tenant 
under the Irish Land Act is placed? You 
do not ask the Irish peasant farmer to 
lay down one quarter of the purchase 
money when he applies for the purchase 
of his holding; and why, I ask the 
Unonist Party in particular, lay down 
this condition, which practically puts the 
Brtitish workman, who makes application 
under the provision of this Bill, in a 


purchaser of his homestead? 


much worse position than the Irish pea- 
sant farmers who have purchased their 
holdings? But, Sir, one of the chief ob- 
jections that I have towards a Measure 
such as this is that it will effectively 
prevent the mobility of labour, and that 
it will place a working man to a very 
considerable extent in the power of his 
employer. We all know that all em- 
ployers of labour are not alike. There 
are good employers of labour and there 
are very indifferent employers of labour. 
A good employer certainly would be the 
last to take advantage of a man who had 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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provided himself with the capital for the 
purchase of his homestead. But there 
are employers, I do not hesitate to say— 
I hope there are very few—who would 
not hesitate to take advantage of such 
a workman; and if a workman be dis- 
missed from his employment, from what- 
ever cause it may be, then there must 
necessarily follow the forced selling of 
his homestead, and everyone knows, who 
has had any experience of forced sales, 
that the probabilities that the 
original holder will very con- 
siderably by such forced sale; and it is 
on this ground, that it interferes with 
the absolute freedom and mobility of 
labour, that I have uttered my strenuous 
protest against the provisions of the Bill. 
I am bound to say 


Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berks, Abingdon): 
Would the honourable be in 
favour of prohibiting a workman from 
buying the freehold with his own money? 


Mr. FENWICK ; Not at all. 
it now through our building societies, and 
very largely, I am happy to say, in the 
county for which I have the honour to 
be returned. There is, moreover, in my 
personal knowledge a co-operative store 
through which he has absolute freedom 
to dispose of his property ; he may either 
let it or sell it, and it binds him not 
one iota more to the neighbourhood than 
it did before he became the possessor of 
his own house. It is, as I have said, 
Mr. Speaker, because I think the Mea- 
sure, just as it is, largely interferes with 
the freedom of the workman in disposing 
of his labour—which, after all, is his 
capital—and that it 
largely with his freedom in disposing of 
that capital, that I object to a Measure 
such as this. I think I see in the readi- 
ness of the promoters of this Bill to-day 
to accept the suggestion made by the 
Government that the Measure should be 
referred to a Select Committee, an indi- 
cation that they themselves have lost to 
a considerable extent faith in their own 
proposals. However, I feel sure that 


are 
suffer 





Member 


He buys 


would interfere 
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the Bill, if it goes to a Select Committee, 
is done with, so far as this Session is 
concerned, and I feel equally sure that 
when we have an opportunity of placing, as 
we probably shall have, the views of the 
great body of the working classes before 
that Committee, the House will be in a 
vastly different state of opinion with re- 
gard to the advisability of this Measure 
from what it is to-day. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said he 
had been struck with the unfavourable 
attitude which the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife 
had shown to the Bill and the different 
reception given to it by the Member for 
East Wolverhampton on a former occa: 
sion. The Member for East Fife came 
there that afternoon, he supposed, on 
behalf of the Front Opposition Bench. 
He (Mr. Tomlinson) wished that they had 
had a colleague of his present who took 
part in the Debate in 1896, and whose 
remarks he had before him. The right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhampton—and Wolverhamp- 
ton seemed to be unanimous in support 
of the Bill—made these remarks— 





“He thought there was a general consensus 
of opinion in the House in favour of the objects 
of this Bill. When he was at the Local 
Government Board this Measure in a different 
shape was brought before Parliament, and he 
then stated his own opinion that it was desir- 
able the House should give the Bill a Second 
Reading, approving its principle, and reserving 
for the Government and the House the fullest 
freedom as to the details.” 


And he went on to say— 


‘He should like to see a Select Committee 
take the Measure in hand.” 


It would therefore be seen that when the 
Bill was before the House on that occa- 
sion the right honourable Gentleman 
advocated the identical course which the 
Government proposed should be taken 
now. The honourable Member who had 
just addressed the House had spoken of 
the difficulty that might arise in regard 
to the operation of the Bill in conse 
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quence of the uncertainty of employment 
in a particular district. He did not 
dispute for a moment that in the case of 
a great many working men that was an 
important matter for them to consider, 
as it might be very desirable that they 
should not fix themselves in a particular 
locality. But he thought that the modi- 
fication of the wording might be left to 
the consideration of a Select Committee. 
The honourable Member seemed to be 
very much afraid, like a great many 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House, of entrusting local authorities 
with disoretionary powers. 


Mr. FENWICK: The honourable 
Member is in error. I am quite pre 
pared to trust local authorities even with 
a Measure of this kind. My objection was 
rather drawn to tne point as to how the 
local authority shall determine that a 
given industry was likely to continue in 
a prosperous or a semi-prosperous state 
for a considerable time. 


Mr. TOMLINSON said he did not wish 
to prolong the Debate. He only wished 
to say that amongst the working men 
of his own constituency there was a con 
siderable number who were very proud 
to possess their own dwellings. Many, 
indeed, had possessed them for a very 
long time. He believed that in many 
places there was a strong desire that 
legislation of this kind should be care 
fully considered and carried out. He 
thought there were many cases in which 
local authorities might enable working 
men to improve their position by be 
coming the owners of the houses in which 
they lived, and he therefore supported 
the Bill. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I have very 
little to add to the statements made 
by .the Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I feel that he has relieved 
us of a heavy responsibility by himself 
delivering such a criticism of the Bill as 
has destroyed nearly the whole fabric. 
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Now, it is quite true that the honourable 
Gentleman and myself have on a great 
many travelled to and from 
many campaigns, and I hope we may do 


occasions 


the same again. I always enjoy the com- 
pany of the honourable Member, and I 
hope to enjoy it on other occasions. But 
the point is this—that since this Bill 
has been drafted and before 
the country I have experienced no 
volume of support from the electorates. 
I have never heard a 
in its favour. I 
vote has 


been 


ward = said 
do not believe a 
ever been gained to the 
Conservative Party in consequence of this 
Measure. What understood at the 
general election was that the Conserva- 
tive Party had returned to power to deal 
with the housing question, the great 
problem of the housing of the poor. 
Well now, what we interpreted that to 
mean was that 


we 


it was the widow—the 
poor, lone widow—and her family and 
the agricultural labouring class that the 
Tory Party would deal with when they 


had the opportunity. Instead of that, 
they have entirely neglected the class 
which most needs assistance; and now 
again, in this case, as in all their legisla- 
tive efforts, they are seeking to aid most 
those most capable of taking care of 
That is the essence of this 
Bill ; that is the intention of it. A man 
with £200 or £300 in his pocket can 
very well manage to obtain his own 
housing without the 


Conservative Party. 


themselves. 


assistance of the 
This is the secret 
If the honourable 
Baronet in charge of this Bill, assisted 
by right honourable Friend the 
Secretary the Local Government 
Board, and by the right honourable 
Gentleman who sits on his left—if they 
between and will 
thoroughly re-cast their Bill, as they 


of the whole thing. 


his 


to 


this next Session 

have been advised to do by the honour 

able Member who spoke for the Govern 

ment—if they will re-cast it and bring 

forward a scheme that will assist the 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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labourer getting 12s. and the lone widow 
—they will find plenty of support on this 
side of the House. Now, that is the 
main reason why I shall be compelled to 
Bill in the Division 
which I hope we shall shortly take. As 
to the of men’s 
savings in cottage property, I do not 


vote against this 


investment working 
know what the experience of the honour- 
able Member for West Ham has been in 
investments in London leasehold pro 


perty. I cannot imagine a more unwise 
investment for a working man than for 
him to put his money in a wretched 
leasehold property in the surroundings 
of 


depreciation in value would be enormcus, 


London. Why, Sir, every year the 
for it is all, or nearly all, jerry-built 
property. [“Oh!”] Well, I 

what I am talking about in 
matter, and I do not think 
honourable Member for West 

had the same opportunity of 
knowing what the property is as I 
have had. He does not know, and cannot 
know. I say that you could not give 
worse advice, in my opinion, to a work- 
man about London than to tell him to 
invest his savings in a wretched jerry- 


know 
the 
the 
Ham 


has 


built property, such as that by which 
this surrounded 


Unfortunately, I was one of the enthu 


great metropolis is 
siastic young men years back who were 
unwise enough to realise the glorious 
ideal of owning one’s own house. Every 
vear the value of the property went 
down, and the probabilities are that in 
a very short time the house would have 
tumbled to the ground, or would have 
cost me an enormous lot of money to 
shore it up. But you are not subject 
only to your repayment of capital and 
interest; there is the ground rent to 
met. 


be And have you considered the 


ground rent? Have you considered the 
enormous powers of the owners of the 
Do you know that every three 
years the ground rent owner can send 


his surveyor and his agent, and compel 


ground? 
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you to do all sorts of repairs which he 
may declare to be necessary, at enormous 
cost, and be paid for by the tenant, or 
the so-called owner? I bought my house 
out of my own savings. I paid for it 
out of my own pocket without being 
indebted to Her Majesty's Government, 
or to any of their supporters behind 
them in consequence of a Bill of 
this kind. But that is not the 
point. What I say is that a more 
unwise investment for a working man’s 
money than London jerry-built property 
cannot be conceived. That is perfectly 
clear. The Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board disposed once and for all of 
the theory thai it is wise for a workman 
to be anchored to one particular place for 
the remainder of his life. The theory 
that you can sell small cottage property 
in single houses is altogether a delusion, 
if you think you can sell with any in- 
creased profit. The rate of depreciation 
is sO enormous in that class of property 
that unless you have special facilities and 
are able to buy in large quantities you 
have the greatest difficulty of ever seeing 
your money back again. I think that 
has been the experience of most of the 
workmen who have been unwise enough 
in their youth to invest money in this 
class of property. I am not going to 
engage in any attempt whatever to delay 
a Division on this Bill. I am perfectly 
prepared to vote against it, for the rea- 
sons I have given, and if the honourable 
Baronet thinks that I have any ulterior 
design against the Measure I will at once 
resume my seat in order that he may 
endeavour to restrain his own friends 
from supporting this Bill, and thus defeat- 
ing it from his own side of the House. 
Mr. Speaker, I wish, as a friend to my own 
class, to vote against this Measure, doing 
so with a good conscience that I am 
rendering them a sound service, instead 
of deluding them into the belief that 
there are advantages to be gained out of 
a Measure such as that which we have 
been discussing this afternoon. 
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Question proposed— 


“That the Question be now put.”—(Sir A, 
Hickman. ) 


Mr. SPEAKER declined to put the 
Question. 


Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield) : 
I am entirely in agreement with 
the honourable Baronet who intro 
duced this Measure as to the prin- 
ciples of the proposal, but the Bill has 
been drawn up in the most extraordinary 
way. I personally have had a very large 
experience in building, and I know some- 
thing about the purchase of workmen’s 
houses. If you build on a small scale 
you are certain to lose money. If you 
build on a large scale you can buy on & 
large scale at remunerative prices, and 
can build at 25 per cent. less cost than if 
you are building a single house. Now, 
as to the question of a workman buying 
his house ready built. A workman, un- 
less he is in the building trade, is not a 
very good judge of a house, and there 
are some very sharp people in the 
suburbs of our large towns, where the 
great mass of the population live, who are 
very good judges indeed of how to build 
bad houses, and houses which will only 
last a year or two before getting into a 
very bad state of repair. A workman 
may buy, in some parts, for £200, a very 
nice and comfortable-looking hvuse, but 
after three weeks or a month it will begin 
to leak, the slates will come off, and in 
the course of a very short time the house 
will almost tumble to pieces and become 
practically unsaleable. This particular 
Bill has a large number of objections. Ht 
has been said that we can alter the details,. 
but the whole question depends upon 
details. Any Bill which deals with this 
question must be worded very carefully 
in every single one of its details, and there 
is hardly a detail throughout the whole 
of this Bill which has not got very great 
faults to be found with it. The whole 
question, whether you are doing a man a 
service by enabling him to buy his house 
depends upon the terms upon which he 
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buys the house, whether the house is a 
thoroughly sound house, and other things. 
The first thing that this Bill does is to 
exclude London and the suburbs from 
its operation, because a man can only get 
£150 or £200 under the provisions of the 
Bill, and you cannot get a good house in 
London and the suburbs—and certainly 
West Ham, which I know pretty inti- 
mately—for £200. I think I know 
the value of property there better 
than the honourable Member for West 
Ham, and I know a good deal of 
property West Ham _ which 
is not fit for anyone to live in, to be sold 
for £200. And the same provision ex- 
cludes our great towns. In all the manu- 
facturing towns the cost of labour is so 
great that you cannot put up a good 
house for £200. Then, again, take the 
case of the agricultural labourers. It is 
‘quite true that an agricultural labourer’s 
house might in many cases be built for 
£200, but he has not got the £50. He 
does not get enough wages to save his 
£50, so he is practically excluded from 
the scope of this Bill. Then we come to 
staple industries, such as collieries. 
These employees, as has been said, are 
liable to be moved about, but there are 
very few of them that are out of our large 
industrial centres. I think the Bill was 
especially meant for the collieries in- 
‘dustry in the Midland districts, because 
there it is the custom of the colliers to 
buy a piece of land and build a house 
out of their own money, and the money 
which they have borrowed, but the 
honourable Baronet has said, if I under 
stand him correctly, that it was not 
meant for them. The colliers prefer to 
buy their land, and then build their 
house upon it, but this Bill will not assist 
them to do that. Moreover, you can 
get money on freehold cottages on very 
much better terms than anybody can 
get out of this Bill. Then there is the 
question of the small shopkeepers 
There, of course, a numerous class might 
benefit, if clause 4 is altered. 


near 


As clause 
Mr. Warner. 
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4 now stands—as I read it, and as I 
think most people will read it—it means 
that no small shopkeeper who has any 
other employment will be able to take 
money under this Bill. I come now to 
the question of the cost of the house. 
The sum of £200 is to cover not only the 
cost of the house, but the cost of transfer, 
the cost of the investigation of title, the 
cost of registration, and the necessary 
legal expenses. Well, now, most building 
societies have for 


cosh 


some arrangement 
at the smallest 
arrangement here for re 


covering these 
There 
ducing these to a minimum, and I think 
they would make a very considerable 
hole in the £200, and reduce the sum 
to be spent very considerably. Then 
there is another question which has not 
been gone into by the Committee. It is 
generally the case in the suburbs that 
when you spend £200 to build, you have 
to pay towards making the road for the 
house to stand on. Then there is the gas 
and other things which have to be paid 
for, and these, added together, make a 
considerable sum. 


is no 


But there is another 
matter which should be taken into con 
sideration. A man would be very much 
worse off if he is buying his house back 
for £160 than if he paid 5s. 6d. per 
week, because, when he is paying 5s. 6d. 
he would not have to pay rates and 
taxes, and, if you take a place like West 
Ham, where the rates are 8s. in the £, it 
comes rather heavy. I believe, in cases 
like that, the focal authorities would not 
be very anxious to put this Bill into 
force ; but, still, where the rates are so 
high, the advantage of buying a house 
for £160 would be very doubtful indeed. 
In one respect, I think, this Bill has done 
good. It has brought this question 
before the House. I am glad it has been 
brought forward. I hope the Debate this 
afternoon may induce Her Majesty's 
Government to take this question up, 
and bring in a more rational and better- 
considered Bill—a Bill which has been 
considered by people who know some 
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thing about the question of building, | 


Working Men’s 
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and one that will be applicable to poor | 


people who have not saved £50, as well | 


as to those who have saved £50; and | 


that it will do something more than this | 


Bill, which is really only a scapegrace 


and ared herring stopping the way for a 
Measure that will do more good. 
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“That the Question be now put.”—/ Colonel 
| Sir Howard Vincent.) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes 174; Noes 
| 88.—(Division List No. 128. 
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WwW illoughby de Eresby, Lord | 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 

Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) | 
Wodehouse, Edm. R. (Bath) 


NOES. 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHn.SirU. 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lowther, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Kent) 
McArthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
McEwan, E. (Armagh, S.) 
M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, 8.) 
McKenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick T. 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitech’p’l) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Dwellings Bill. 





O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 


The House divided :—Ayes 181 ; 
82.—(Division List No. 129.) 


AYES. 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh 
Chaloner, Capt. R. 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 





Gc. W. 
A. E. 
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Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 

Wylie, Alexander 

Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Howard Vincent and 
Sir Alfred Hickman. 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 


Price, Robert John 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 


Wallace, Robert (E dinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T (Hudd’rf’ld) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Warner and Mr. Jona- 
than Samuel. 


Noes 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir Jno. Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox, Robert 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) 


Denny, Colonel 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S$. 








eS 


ady 
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Doxford, William Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Evershed, Sydney 

Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Augustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, Geo. J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hill. Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kemp, George 


Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bethell, Commander 
Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 


Working Men’s 








{3 Junp 1898} 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legh, Hon. Thos. W. (Lancs) 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas, (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milbank, Powlett Chas. John 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moss, Samuel 

Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicol, Donal Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Arthur (Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, James 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 


NOES. 


Crombie, John William 
Davitt, Michael 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (S’th’mp’t’n) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
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Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Baron F, Jas. ce 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen.F.S. (Cheltenham) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanark) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. H. Napier 
Talbot, Lord #. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUn.) 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walrond, Sir W. Hood 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wentworth, B. C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-under-L.) 
Whitmore, C. Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alfred Hickman and 
Sir Howard Vincent. 


Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 
Lloyd-George, David 
McArthur, W. (Cornwall) 
McEwan, William 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mappin, Sir F. Thorpe 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Northumb.) 
Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 





{COMMONS } 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas D. A. (Merthyr) 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, SirJT (Hud'rsf'ld) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Warner and Mr. 
Jonathan Samuel. 





Main Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read the second time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be committed to a Select 
Committee.”—( Colonel Sir Howard Vincent.) 


And it being after Half-past Five of | 


the Clock, and objection being taken to 
further proceeding, 


The Debate stood adjourned; to be 
resumed upon Wednesday next. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Tus FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Banrour, Manchester, E.): 
It may be for the general convenience 
of the House that I should state 
the Order of Business for to-morrow, 
the first few Orders are 
The first Order will be the 


as far as 
concerned. 
discussion on the appointment of the 
Committee to consider the Scotch Pri 
vate Bill Procedure Bill. The second 
Order of the day will be the Report stage 
of the Bill which was disposed of last 
nicht—the Reserve Forces Bill: and the 
third Order will be the London Universi 
ties Bill. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): Can the 
right honourable Gentleman say 


Tue FIRST LORD or 
SURY: 
date at 


THE TREA- 
I am afraid I cannot give the 
present. 


BELFAST RIOTS. 

Sm W. LAWSON 

Cockermouth): Can any Member of th 

Government give the House information 
as to the Belfast riots? 


(Cumberland. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL rox 
IRELAND (Mr. J. Arxinson, London- 
derry, N.): Mr. Speaker, since yesterday 
evening, at eight o'clock, so far as the 
information which the Government have 


received goes, there have been no new 


disturbances. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): On mv 
putting a question early this morning, 
we were informed that everything was 
perfectly peaceable ; buf, on reading the 
morning papers, I find that there were 


disturbances at eight and at _ eleven 
o'clock. Can the Government explain 
that ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The explanation is 
that I informed the honourable Member 
that I had no further information than 
what appeared in the Irish morning 
papers, which were published some hours 
before the disturbances at eight o’clock 
| commenced. 


| Dr. TANNER: Am I to understand 
that the Press are better informed than 


| Her Majesty’s Government? 


when | 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. 


the Report stage of the Prisons Bill will 


be taken? 


House adjourned at 5.55. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 9th June 1898. 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR took his 


| 
| 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter-past| po 


Four of the clock. 


NEW PEERS. 


The Eart [ynes (D. RoxpurGH)—NSat 
first in Parliament after the death of his 
father. 


The Earut of Braprorp—Sat first in 
Parliament after the death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
ha dlaid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol- 
lowing Bills have been complied with :— 


CARMARTHEN IMPROVEMENT. 


MUMBLES RAILWAY AND PIER. 


WIGAN CORPORATION. 


GLOUCESTER GAS. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
AND MIDLAND AND GREAT 
NORTHERN RAILWAYS JOINT COM- 
MITTEE. 


ILFORD IMPROVEMENT. 


LLANELLY AND PONTARDULAIS 


RAILWAY. 
VOL. LVIII. 


[Fovrtn Ssrizs. | 


{9 June 1898} 
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Also the Certificate that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill :— 


Business. 


CRANBROOK DISTRICT WATER. 


And also the Certificate that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with :— 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 8). [H.L.] 
same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


FORRES WATER BILL. [H.L.] 

A petition of the Marquess of Bute 
and Earl of Dumfries, praying to be 
heard on the petition of owners, etc., of 
lands, mills, distilleries, manufactories, 
etc., on the Black Burn and River Lossie, 
praying to be heard against the Bill 
(deposited on the 7th of March last), and 
on the petition of owners, etc., of lands, 
mills, distilleries, manufactories, etc., on 
the Black Burn and River Lossie, pray- 
ing to be heard against the additional 
provision to the said Bill (deposited on 
the 20th May last) as if he had signed 
the same; Read, and ordered as prayed, 
the agents for the Bill consenting 
thereto. 


HOLMES’S PATENT BILL. [H.L.] 
Commons’ 
and agreed to. 


Amendments considered, 


PORTSMOUTH CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. [H.L.] 

The CHarRMAN of CommirTEEs informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn; the Order made on the 
28th of February last discharged; and 
Bill committed. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 

Read the second time, and committed ; 
the Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


2U 
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NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the second time, and committed. 


WALKER’S ESTATE BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the second time. 


SAINT THOMAS, SOUTHWARK, AND 
SAINT SAVIOUR, SOUTHWARK, 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time; 
sent to the Commons. 


Passed, and 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time; Passed, 
sent to the Commons. 


and 


WATH-UPON-DEARNE URBAN DIS- 
TRICT COUNCIL BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time; 

sent to the Commons. 


Passed, and 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time; Passed, 
sent to the Commons. 


and 


PAISLEY CORPORATION (LOANS) BILL. 


Read the third time; Passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 
LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW AND 


EPPING FOREST RAILWAY BILL. 
Read the third time, with the Amend- 

ments ; further Amendments made; Bill 

passed, and returned to the Commons. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ACTON 
SEWAGE) BILL, 
Standing Order No. 93 considered 


(according to Order), and dispensed with, 
with respect to a petition of the Vestry 
of Chelsea; Leave given to present the 
said petition. 


{LORDS} 





Business. 1080 
DUBLIN PORT AND DOCKS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; Read 


the first time, and referred to the 


Examiners. 


EAST HAM IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; Read 
the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners. 

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (NEW 

WORKS) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; Read 

the first time, and referred to the 


Examiners. 


KEW BRIDGE AND APPROACHES BILL. 

Brought Read 
the first the 
Examiners. 


Commons; 
referred 


from the 


time, and to 


NEATH, PONTARDAWE, 


MAN RAILWAY 


AND BRYNA- 
BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; Read 
the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners. 

PLYMOUTH AND STONEHOUSE GAS 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; Read 

the first time, and referred to the 


Examiners. 


SOUTHAMPTON GAS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; Read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 


SOUTHWARK AND VAUXHALL 
WATER BILL. 
Brought from the Commontis ; 
the first time, and referred 
Examiners. 


Read 


to the 





le 


ad 
he 


he 


oad 
the 
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TURNCHAPEL WHARVES AND WARE- EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 


HOUSES BILL. SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
Brought from the Commons; Read ARNES, ETC.) —. (H.L.] 
the first time, and referred to the} Committed to a Committee of the 
Examiners. whole House on Monday next. 
USK VALLEY RAILWAY BILL. WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; Read [H.L.] 
the first time, and referred to the Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
Examiners. posed by the Committee of Selection. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 





SOUTHEND-ON-SEA GAS BILL. BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons with the Committed to a Committee of the 
Amendments agreed to. whole House. 
BAKEWELL GAS BILL. [H.L.] | TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
Returned from the Commons agreed | (No. 2) BILL, [H.L.] 


to, with an Amendment: The said| Committed to a Committee of the 
Amendment considered, and agreed to. | Whole House. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON (No. 3) BILL. [H.L.] 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
Returned from the Commons agreed | posed by the Committee of Selection. 
to, with Amendments. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. [H.L.] 


Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. [H.L.] ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. [H.L.] 


To be read the second time To-morrow. Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- , 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


(LONDON) BILL. [H.L.] ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. [H.L.] 
Committed ; the Committee to be pro- Committed to a Committee of the 
posed by the Committee of Selection. whole House. 


2U 2 
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GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL. (H.L.] 

House in Committee (according to 
Order); Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Read the second time (according to 
Order), and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House To-morrow. 


LOCAL 


COMMONS REGULATION (WOLSTANTON 
MARSH) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

Read the second time (according to 
Order), and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House To-morrow. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the second time (according 
Order). 


to 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. [No. 86.] 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
3) BILL. 


afterwards 


ELECTRIC 
ORDERS (No. 
Brought from Commons ; 


read the first time; to be printed; and 
[No. 8 


7.] 


réferred to the Examiners. 





LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 


Brought from Commons; afterwards 


read the first time: to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. 


[No. 88. | 


{LORDS} 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 
Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. [No. 89.| 


Reports, etc. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, 

Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. [No. 90.| 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Brought from Commons; afterwards 

read the first time; to be printed; and 

referred to the Examiners. [No. 91.| 


} 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time; to be printed; and 


referred to the Examiners. [No. 92.] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


The Lorp CHaNcELLOR acquainted the 
House that the following Papers having 
been commanded to be presented to this 
House by Her Majesty, had been so pre- 
sented on the following dates by delivery 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant 
Order of the House of the 17th 
February, 1896—namely : 


to 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
Gambia: Annual Report for 


COLONIES 


No. 10. Virgin Islands: Report for 
1897. (June 1.) 


(MISCELLANEOUS). 






















Returns, 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 


Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
gular Reports on Trade and Finance: 


No. 2106. Portugal (Chinde) ; 

No. 2108. China (Shamshui) ; 

No. 2109. 

No. 2110. Spain (Barcelona) ; 

No. 2111 
2.) 
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Japan ; 


. Turkey (Salonica), (June 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING. 
Annual Statement for the year 1897. 


(June 3.) 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 
Miscellaneous Series: Reports on Sub- 
jects of General and Commercial Inte- 
No. 459. Report on the Congo 
Independent State. (June 6.) 


rest: 


NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 
Forty-first Annual Report of the Trus- 
tees (1898). 


ROYAL OBSERVATORY 


Seventh Annual Report 
Astronomer-Royal for Scotland. 


(EDINBURGH). 
of the 


INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES), No. 1, 
1898. 

Memorial addressed to the Secretary 
of State for India on the subject of the 
Measures recently adopted for dealing 
with contagious disease in the Indian 
Army. 


TURKEY (1898), No. 3. 
Further correspondence respecting the 
affairs of Crete (in continuation of 


‘Turkey, Nos. 11 and 12) (1897). 


{9 June 1898} 
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COUNTY TREASURERS (FEE FUND) 
(IRELAND). 
the 


Reports, ete. 


Accounts for ended 25th 


March, 1898. 


year 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND). 
Agricultural Statistics ; with detailed 


Report for the year 1897. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEER CORPS). 
Annual Return for the year 1897. 


ARMY (PAY). 

List of Exceptions to Army Regula- 
tions as to Pay, Non-effective Pay, and 
allowances sanctioned during the year 
ended 3lst March, 1898. 


HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS, 1886-87. 

Report by Crofters’ Commission, being 
for the year ended 31st December, 1897. 
(June 7.) 


CROFTERS’ 


RULE OF THE ROAD AT SEA. 
Reports of a Committee appointed by 
the Board of Trade to consider- 

1. The lights and signals to be car- 
ried by fishing vessels ; 

2. The expediency of requiring all 
ships to keep out of the way of 
steam fishing vessels ; 

3. The lights to be carried by steam 
pilot vessels ; 

with minutes of evidence, appendix, and 
index. (June 8.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Order in Council of the 19th May, 


1898, regulating the Coinage of the 
British East Africa Protectorate. 
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COLONIAL PROBATES ACT, 1892. 

Order in Council of the 19th May, 
1898, applying the Colonial Probates Act, 
1892, to the Island of St. Vincent. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT ACTS, 
1844 TO 1886. 

Order in Council of the 19th May, 
1898, extending to the Republic of 
Hayti the provisions of the Order in 
Council of 7th March, 1898, which gives 
effect to the additional Act to the Berne 
Convention respecting copyright. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT, 1878, 
AND WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 
(METRIC SYSTEM) ACT, 1897. 
Two Orders in Council of the 19th 

May, 1898— 


1. Approving new denominations of 
metric standards; and 

2. Making a table of metric equiva- 
lents in substitution for the table 
in Part I. of the Third Schedule 
to the “Weights and Measures 
Act, 1878.” 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Order in Council of the 19th May, 
1898, applying section 238 of the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act, 1894 (Foreign 
Deserters) in the case of Japan. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1875. 

Order in Council of 19th May, 1898, 
amending the Order in Council of 28th 
July, 1893, so far as it relates to the 
Summer Assizes on the North and South 
Wales Circuits 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(MANUFACTURE OF EARTHENWARE 
AND CHINA). 

Special rules with regard to the em- 
ployment of persons in the manufacture 
of earthenware and china. 














MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account of the Receipts and Expendi- 


ture under the Seamen’s Fund Winding- 
up Act, for 1897. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND TRAVER® 


FOUNDATION. 
Statement of the Estimated Income 
and Expenditure of Greenwich Hospital 


and of Travers’ Foundation for 1898-99, 


IMPERIAL DEFENCE ACT, 1888. 

Account of all Moneys issued from the 
Consolidated Fund, of sums borrowed, 
and of transactions in relation to sums so 
borrowed, up to 3lst March, 1898, in 
pursuance of the Imperial Defence Act, 
1888. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 
Returns relating to the Council up te 
3ist March, 1898, with estrmate of Ex- 
penditure for the year ending 31st March, 
1899. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 20th May, 
[89X, cranting a retired allowance to Mr. 
Francis H. Miller, late Superintendent 
and Victualling Storekeeper at Deptford, 
under the Board of Admiralty, under sec- 
tion 2 of the Superannuation Act, 1887. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877. 
Statutes made by governing bodies of 
the following— 


1. Magdalen College, Oxford, on Ist 


February, 1898, amending Sta 
tutes ; 
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2. Downing College, Cambridge, on 
26th February, 1898, altering 
Statute VI. “of the Fellows,” of 
the Statutes of the College. 

Laid before the House to 
Act), and to be printed. 


(pursuant 
[No. 79.] 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
General Reports by Chief Inspectors, 
for 1897, of Southern Division. 


EDUCATION. 
I. Minute of Committee of Council on 
Education, of the 6th June, 1&98— 

1. Rescinding the Minute of the 
15th June, 1897 (providing for 
the auditing of the accounts of 
the receipts and expenditure of 
Schools receiving a share of the 
Aid Grant under the Voluntary 
Schools Act, 1897); 
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d) of the 


II. West Central Division: 
Report for the year 1897. 


General 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 
Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance : 
No. 2107. Italy (Genoa) ; 
No. 2113. Italy (Sardinia) ; 
No. 2114. Montenegro. 


TRADE. 

Annual Statement of Trade of United 
Kingdom with Foreign Countries and 
British Possessions for 1897, compared 
with the four preceding years. 


{9 June 1898} 
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BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 
Agricultural Returns for Great Britain, 
showing the acreage and produce of 
crops, prices of corn, with agricultural 
statistics for the United Kingdom, 
British Possessions, and Foreign Coun- 
tries. 


HOUSES OF PARLIAMENT (FRESCOES). 

Further memoranda by Professor 
Church, F.R.S., concerning the wall 
paintings in the Palace of Westminster 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Papers 
[C.-7651.] and [C.-8054.)). 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 
Petition against the sale of, on Sun- 
days ; of Meeting at Chorlton-cum-Hardy ; 
Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


SEA FISHERIES BILL. [H.L.] 
“To amend the Law relating to Sea 
Fisheries”; presented by the Lord 
Heneage; read the first time; to be 
printed ; and to be read second time on 

Monday, the 20th instant. [No. 80.] 


CANALS PROTECTION (LONDON) BILL. 

Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time; to be printed; and 
to be read the second time on Monday 
next. (The Viscount Knutsford.) 
[No. 81.] 


PHARMACY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL, 


Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time, and to be printed. 
[No. 82.] 
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POOR LAW UNIONS’ ASSOCIATION 
BILL. 


Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time, and to be printed. 
[No. 83.] 


SHERIFFS’ TENURE OF OFFICE (SCOT- 

LAND) BILL. 

Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time; to be printed; and 
to be read the second time on Tuesday 
next. (The Lord Balfour.) [No. &4.] 


SOCIETIES’ BORROWING POWERS BILL. 
Brought from Commons; afterwards 
read the first time; to be printed; and 
to be read the second time on Tuesday 
next. (The Lord Plunket.) [No. 85.] 


House adjourned at 4.40. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 9th June 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the 
Three of the clock. 


Chair at 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
CLONTARF AND HILL OF HOWTH 


TRAMROAD BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the 
second time. 






HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the 
second time. 


COMMONS} 
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TYNEMOUTH CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the 
second time. 


Business. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read _ the 
second time To-morrow. 
COMMONS REGULATION (RUNCORN) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the 


second time To-morrow. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL. [H.L.] 

Mr. SpeakeR laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the above Bill, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- 
viously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not been com- 
plied with. 

Ordered that the Report be 
to the Select Committee 
Orders. 


refe rre “d 


on Standing 


FOREIGN BONDHOLDERY’ 
TION BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


CORPORA- 


LONDON BUILDING ACT (1894) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LONDON, TILBURY AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


BOMBAY, BARODA AND CENTRAL 
INDIA RAILWAY COMPANY BILL, [H.L.] 

[Not amended], considered; to be 
read the third time. 
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MATLOCK URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY BILL, 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Add the following clause— 

‘““(1) The conversions of stock by this Act 
authorised shall not take effect unless and 
until the company shall have reduced the price 
of gas sold by them to 2s. 6d. per 1,000 cubic 
feet. (2) It shall not be lawful for the Com- 
pany to raise the price so reduced unless by 
order of the Board of Trade, and to the extent 
allowed by such order. (3) The Board of Trade 
shall not make any such order unless they are 
satistied, after an inquiry at which the London 
County Council, the Corporation of the City 
of London, and any vestry or district board of 
works within the company’s area of supply 
shall be entitled to be heard, that some excep- 
tional circumstances have arisen making it 
reasonably necessary that the increase of price 
asked for by the company shall be made. Any 
such order shall remain in force for such period 
only as may be specified in such» order.”— 
(Mr. Pickersgill. ) 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I rise to move the clause 
standing in my name on the Paper, and 
in order to explain its purpose it will be 
necessary to state in the briefest possible 
way the object of the Bill. This Bill 
proposes to consolidate and convert the 
capital of a London Gas Company— 
namely, the Gas Light and Coke Com- 
pany. It is, I suppose, one of the largest 
Bills of the kind that have ever been 
introduced into this House, and the 
interests which it affects are simply 
enormous. The amount of stock which 
it is proposed to convert is in the agere 
gate very nearly 12 millions of nominal 
value, while, of course, the market value 
is very considerably larger. It will be 
seen, therefore, that this is not a small 
Bill, and if this House will give its 
attention, I will, in the briefest possible 
way, endeavour to show how the interests 
of the public are affected by it. In order 
to do that it will not be necessary that 
I should go farther back in the history 
of the company than the year 1876. In 
that year an Act was passed by Parlia- 
ment by which a Parliamentary bargain 
Was made between the company of the 
one part and the consumers—that is, the 


‘9 Junz 1898} 
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public—of the other part, and the rela 
tions between the dividends payable and 
the price of gas chargeable was subject 
to an arrangement known probably to 
most Members of this House under the 
name of the sliding scale. The arrange 
ment was shortly this: 10 per cent. was 
taken as a standard rate of dividend, 
and 3s. 9d. per 1,000 feet was taken 
as a standard price, and it was stipulated 
that for every penny charged in every 
year in increase or in diminution of the 
standard price the standard rate of 
dividend might respectively for such 
year be reduced or increased by one 
quarter per cent. That was the sliding 
scale clause. But there is another sec- 
tion of the Act which is also, in my 
judgment, very important, and that is 
what is known as the option clause of 
the Act. By that section it was stipu- 
lated that any stock thereafter issued 
should be sold at the best price obain- 
able, and that the premiums should not 
eo to the shareholders, but that the bene- 
fit of such premiums should inure to the 
consumers. Now, my point to-day is 
that the principle of the option clause 
really concludes the issue which the 
House has to decide, and I think it con- 
cludes it in this way. The object of the 
option clause was to strengthen and sup- 
port the sliding scale clause, and the 
ceneral effect of the clause is to provide 
that the shareholders from 1876 onwards 
should not receive any additional ad- 
vantage in any shape whatever without 
there being some corresponding benefit 
to the consumers. Now, this Bill pro- 
poses to reopen that Parliamentary bar- 
cain so made in 1876, and, as I submit, 
to reopen it solely in the interests of one 
of the parties to that bargain—namely, 
in the interests of the company. What 
the company desire to do is to replace 
the nominal value of the stock by this 
Bill, which will make it more closely ap- 
proach to its market value, and in the 
paper—the statement issued by the pro- 
moters—it is stated as follows: 

“The result may be to render the stock more 
marketable and to enhance, to some extent, the 
price of the stock.” 

The. company, in that statement, I ven- 
ture to think, very considerably under- 
estimate the effect upon the prices. The 
degree of enhancement is, of course, a 
matter of dispute, and must remain a 
matter of dispute, but we are not 
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altogether without experience. 
the experience derived from a somewhat 
similar case of the conversion of the 
stock of the South Metropolitan Gas | 
Company a few years ago. Now, when | 
the Bill for the conversion of the stock | 


We have! 


was before this House, the Chairman | 
of the Company estimated the enhance- 
ment of the value at £90,000. On the 


Lon- 
estimated the en- 


other hand, the Comptroller of the 
don County Council 
hancement of value at £250,000; | 
but, a matter of fact, the Stock Ex- 
change value of the shares since the 
conversion has been increased by no 
a sum than £900,000. I do not 
claim that any enhancement is a 
result due to the conversion, but I do 
claim that the conversion is the cause, 
to a very considerable extent, of that | 
enormous enhancement. On that I should | 
like to say that the amount stock: | 
involved in that case was considerably 
less than the amount of stock involved 
here. Perhaps it was only about one 
third and possibly not even one-fourth 
of the stock involved in this case. Now 
the promoters again refer to this option) 
clause, and they say that, admitting that 
the shareholders will derive some advan- 
tage from the enhancement, the 
sumers will also receive a benefit. 
the price is enhanced it will be a distinct 
benefit to the consumers by raising a 
higher premium which will be paid on| 
all future issues of stock. Now that is 
a very misleading statement, and the 
whole argument is at once knocked on 
the head by merely stating the amount 
of stock which now remains unissued. | 
The amount of stock which at present 


remains unissued is only £175,000. Of 


} 
tne 


as 


less 


of 


corl- 


If 


course it is obvious that the benefit to 
the consumers upon such a trifling| 


amount of stock is absolutely inappreci- 
able. The conclusion is that the whole| 
benefit will go to the shareholders with-| 
out any corresponding benefit whatever| 
to the consumers. So much with regard| 
to the consumer. But I think we have| 
also to consider the interests of the| 
public. The effect of this Bill will bo| 
to conceal from the eyes of the public| 
the real state of the facts in relation to 
the company. While, in fact, it will be} 
paying 123 per cent. on its ordinary| 
stock, if this Bill passes it will appa 
rently be only paying 5 per cent. | 
submit it is contrary to public policy 


Mr. Pickersgill. ' 


{COMMONS} 


| Bill becomes law. 


| sider the details of the history 
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that a company having statutory powers 
and dealing in a monopoly should seem to 


be paying a dividend of only 5 per 
cent., when it is really paying a dividend 
of per cent. In the second place, I 


would point out that if at any future 
time the community should desire to 
purchase the property of this company 
their position would be prejudiced if this 
I do submit-—although 
has been disputed, and was disputed 
the last occasion, when this matter 
was discussed, that the Stock Exchange 
value has any influence upon the conclu 
sion of the arbitrator ; yet I do submit, 
and i think experience will bear me out, 
that the Stock Exchange value of the 
shares of any company is likely to a very 
considerable extent to influence the mind 
of an arbitrator. An arbitrator is not 
bound to give his re we do not 
know what considerations are operating 


on 


Asons 5 


| in the recesses of his mind, and I do say 


that there is a risk, and a very material 
risk, which people in their private affairs 
would not willingly incur, that the Stock 
Exchange value of the enhancement of 
the value will have no inconsiderable 
influence in the primary determination of 
the purchase price in the mind of the 
arbitrator. There are precedents men- 
tioned in the printed statement which 


| the promoters of the Bill have circulated. 
| With regard to these precedents, what I 


have to say is this, that I believe that 
in nearly every case they were practically 
agreed Bills; that is to that 
local authority which would be entitled 
to oppose such a Bill was satisfied that 
in some form or another it had received 
a quid pro quo in respect of the Act so 
accepted. I admit that there one 
exception, and that exception was the 
case of the South Metropolitan 
Company. That is a very significant 
case, and I would ask the House to com 
of the 
South Metropolitan Gas Company’s case. 
The Bill to convert the stock was intro- 
duced in 1895, but in that year, having 
been referred to a Committee, the Com- 
mittee threw it out, and in the 
they make the following observation :— 


say, ihe 


is 


Gas 


Xe} yoTt 


“The Committee consider that the subject of 
the conversion of stock is of so far-reaching 
and important a character that it ought to be 
dealt with by a Committee especially ap- 
pointed to consider the same as affecting the 
case of water companies. 
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did not sit upon this side of the House, 
and did not belong to the Party with 
which I am connected, but he was a very 
respected member of the Party opposite. 
That was the conclusion of the Committee 
in 1895. The same Bill was re-introduced 
in 1896, the following year, and it went 
before another Committee, and that Com- 
mittee, differing from the former Com- 
mittee, passed the Bill. Now, of course, 
I fully appreciate the difficulty in which 
I am placed this afternoon. I am askiag 
this House to overrule the decision of one 
of its Committees, and there is a very 
strong feeling in the House with which, 
if I may say so, in general I agree, against 


{9 June 1898} 


Now, the Chairman of that Committee| even more oppressive than that. 
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That 
is how the matter stands so far as the 
ordinary consumer is concerned. As the 


Company Bill. 


| House probably knows, there has recently 


the House intervening to overrule the| 


decision of one of its Committees. But, 


Mr. Speaker, I venture to submit that | 


reasons of that kind ought not to operate 
in the present case, and for this reason: 
two Committees of this House have con- 
sidered the very issue which I am asking 
the House to decide this 


sprung up anew method of supplying gas, 
namely, the method known popularly as 
the penny-in-the-slot system of supply. 
Now, the company are behaving very 
harshly to this class of consumer. 
Hitherto such consumers have paid at the 
aggregate rate of 3s. 4d. per 1,000 
feet ; henceforth they will be required 
to pay a penny for every 22 feet con- 
sumed, or at the rate of 4s. per 1,000 
This, of course, concerns the poorer 
class of consumers, and I notice that 
when anything nefarious is to be done it 
is always the poorer class of the com- 
munity that suffers most. It is freely 
stated by the local authorities that this 
high price of gas supplied by the Gas 


eet. 


| Light and Coke Company is due to bad 


afternoon. | 


Those two Committees came to opposite| 


conclusions upon this very issue. 
should the House be bound by the con- 


Why | 


clusion of one of its Committees more | 


than by the conclusion of the other of its 
Committees? The two Committees have 


differed upon this very issue, and I sub- 


mit that the question is again set at large, | 


and that this House is perfectly free this 
afternoon to decide the matter for itself 
upon 
South Metropolitan Gas Company’s case, 


its merits. 


With regard to the 
| of the pockets of the consumers. 


I should like to point out further that it) 


differs very materially, so far as the public 
are concerned, from the case now before 
us. The public have no complaint against 


management and over-capitalisation. It 
was said, I think, upon the last occasion 
when we discussed the subject, that the 
raising of the price of gas would not bene- 
fit the shareholders, as thereby there 
would be a diminution of their rate of 
interest. But I think it is important that 
the facts in relation to this matter should 
be fought out. No doubt by raising the 
price of gas 2d. you will have to reduce 
the dividend by } per cent., but it is clear 
that the object of the company is to pre- 
vent a still heavier fall in the dividend 
unless they took this sum of money out 
There 
is no kind of relation between the sum 


| taken out of the pockets of the consumers 


| holders. 


the South Metropolitan Gas Company. | 


Indeed, it is the fact of the extraordinary 


Which really gives intense force to the 
appeal which I am now making. 


: | aggregate to, I 
discrepancy between the cost of gas north| 
of the Thames and south of the Thames | amounts to the enormous sum of an addi- 


South | 


of the Thames, the consumer is only pay- | 


ing 2s. 3d. per 1,000 feet of gas; 
whereas, north of the Thames, in the area 
cf supply of the Gas Company whose Bill 
is now before the House, the consumer 
is required to pay 33. per 1,000 feet, and 
certainly this is not a time when the Gas 
Light and Coke Company is, I think, en- 
titled to any special indulgence. It has 
just raised the price of its gas from 
2s. 10d. to 3s. ; but it has done something 





and the loss of dividend to the share- 
The loss of dividend to the 
shareholders will only amount in the 
think, about £30,000,. 
whereas the 2d. extra per 1,000 feet 
tion to the annual revenue of the com- 
pany of close upon £200,000, and that 
comes out of the pockets of the con- 
sumers. Now, in moving this clause I 
am simply giving effect to a Resolution 
which has been passed almost, I think, 
without exception, by all the representa- 
tive authorities of the Metropolis, and 
has, in many cases, been endorsed by 
large public meetings of the citizens. I 
am supported in moving this Resolution 
by the Corporation of the City of London 
and by the London County Council. 
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Upon this ground, at all events, they are 
absolutely in sympathy. I think that is| 
a significant fact which ought not to be| 
without effect upon the House. The} 
case of the London County Council is, | 
perhaps, exceedingly significant. The| 
question was not treated at all asa Party | 
question. Leading members of 
Moderate Party denounced the Bill in its| 
present form in language quite as| 
vigorous—in perhaps more vigorous lan-| 
guage—than that used by the Progres-| 
sives, and in the result there was a 
record division: 101 voted against, and} 
only four for. Now, I say that the} 
public is entitled to receive some con-| 
sideration for the advantage which this| 
Bill will confer upon the company. I pro- 
pose, therefore, by this clause which I 
have put upon the Paper that the Bill 
shall not take effect until the present 
price of gas has been reduced to 2s. 6d. 
per 1,000 feet. In fixing 2s. 6d. per | 
1,000 feet as the figure, I may say 
that it has not been arbitrarily chosen. 
I have selected 2s. 6d. because it bears ab- 
solutely the same relation to the initial 
price fixed by Statute in a case of this 
kind which the present price charged by 
the South Metropolitan Gas Company 
bears to the initial price fixed by Parlia- 
ment, and therefore it seems to me that I 
am only proposing what is perfectly fair. 
I have endeavoured to state very briefly 
the grave objections which the represen- 
tative authorities of London entertain to 
the Bill in its present form, and I now ask 
the House to introduce into the Bill the 
clause which appears on the Paper in my 
mame, and which, I believe, embodies 
terms which are fair and equitable to 
both parties. 


Gas Light and Coke 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): This is not 
merely a London question; it seems to 
me there is another principle involved, 
and it is this, that it would be very un- | 
desirable that in any case where any 
monopoly has been granted by Parlia- | 
ment there should be any manipu-| 
lation of shares tending to disguise the 
truth of the added value of that en-| 
hancement. The time may come when | 
Parliament will wish to overhaul mono- 
polies of this kind, and I think it is 
necessary that we should have nothing | 
dene which would disguise from Parlia- | 
ment and from the country the value of 


Mr. Pickersgill. 


{COMMONS } 


| this Baill. 
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the shares. It is really very undesirable 
that it should appear that they are only 
making 5 per cent. profit, when really 
they are making 12 per cent. by manipu- 
lating the stock. Wherever Parliament 
has granted a monopoly Parliament 
ought to retain in its hands the power to 


Company Bill. 


the| value that monopoly at any time it thinks 


fit. On that principle I beg to support 
the proposition of my honourable Friend. 
I should like to draw attention to the 
way in which this matter is disguised 
by the promoters in this Bill. In para- 
graph 7 they seem very proud to put 
in, in double leaded type, that whereas 
they might have charged the consumers 
another 16 millions, they 
charged them 13} millions. 
to that statement the company has made 
a profit of two and a half millions which 
they have actually pocketed, and they 
put against that 135 millions which they 
have abstained from taking out of the 
pockets of the consumers. Such a com- 
parison is most unjust, and shows the 
spirit which underlies this proposal of 
the Gas Light and Coke Company. I 
most strongly object to anything of the 
sort being done, and I beg .to second the 
Motion of the honourable Member for 
Bethnal Green. 


*Mr. JOHNSON-FERGUSON (Leices- 
ter, Loughborough): As Chairman ef 
the Committee that considered this Bill 
I think it may be for the convenience cf 
the House if I state at once as shortly as 
possible the grounds which led the Com- 
mittee to pass the preamble of this Bill, 
and to decline to consider either of the 
proposals laid before us for levying a 
charge practically on the company as the 
price of the granting them the advan- 
tages which they expect to derive under 
Now, Sir, the object of the 
Bill, as stated by the honourable Mem- 
ber for Bethnal Green, is to consolidate 


have only 
According 


ithe debentures and preference capital 


and to split up the ordinary capital 
of the company. To the consoli- 
dation of the preference and deben- 
ture capital no objection was urged 
—the objection was entirely urged 
against the splitting of the ordinary 
stock. Now let me explain to the House 
what that splitting is. At present the 
ordinary capital is a 10 per cent. stock, 
subject to the sliding scale of advance or 
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diminution of } per cent. in the divi- 


dend far every reduction or increase of 
a penny in the price of gas supplied to 
the consumer below or above the standard 
price of 3s. 9d. There is nothing in this 
Bill which would enable the company to 
levy one penny of extra charge on the 
consumers or to pay to their shareholders 
one penny of extra dividend. The divi- 
dend will be precisely as it is at the 
present time, the difference solely being 
that the ordinary stock, instead of being 
in each case £100 of 10 per cent. stock, 
will in the future be £250 of 4 per cent. 
stock. There is nothing new in this. As 
far back as 1891 a Bill was granted to 
the Bristol Gas Company for splitting 
their stock; in 1892 a similar Bill 
was given to the Oxford Gas Company ; 
in 1893 a similar Bill was given to the 
Crystal Palace Gas Company ; in 1894 to 
Plymouth and Stonehouse; in 1895 to 
Scarborough ; and in 1896 to Cheltenham, 
Ilfracombe, Guildford, and to the South 
Metropolitan Gas Company. Now the 
honourable Member, in moving — his 
Amendment, has alluded to the case of 
the South Metropolitan Company. I 
do not think that that case is exactly 
as he represented it. In 1895 the 
South, Metrepolitan Gas Company came 
bn fore this House, premoting a Bill allow- 
ing them ta consolidate their debenture 
stock and to split their ordinary stock 
in this manner. On that occasion, un- 
doubtedly, the Bill was thrown out by 
the Committee upstairs, and the remark 
made by the Chairman of that Com- 
wwittee which has been quoted. In 1896 
the South Metropolitan Company again 
came before this House with a similar 
Bill. That Bill passed the Second Read- 
ing : it was referred to a Committee up- 
stairs, of which my Friend the honour- 
able Baronet the Member for Blackburn 
was Chairman, and of which I was a 
member. On that occasion the Bill was 
opposed by the London County Council 
on the ground that if passed, ‘and if at 
some future time the London County 
Council desired to purchase the London 
zas companies, they would be obliged to 
pay a higher price for this company on 
account of the power given to split their 
stock given under that Bill, and in speak- 
ing on behalf of the opponents of that 
Bill Mr. Worseley-Taylor said that if it 
were granted no legitimate ground could 
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be urged fofrefusing the same powers 
to every gas company in the country. 
We had precisely the same objections 
urged against this Bill. We were tcld 
that if it were granted the price of stock 
would be so enhanced that the County 
Council at some future time would have 
to give a larger price for gas undertak- 
ings. We were told that the South Metro- 
politan Gas Company was everything that 
was good, whilst the Gas Light and Coke 
Company was everything that was bad. 
We heard precisely the same thing in 
1896, when the South Metropolitan Bill 
was before us, only in that case it was 
the Gas Light and Coke Company that 
was everything that was good and the 
South Metropolitan Gas Company every- 
thing that was bad. The only valid ob- 
jection which was urged against this Bill 
is one to which allusion has been made 
by my honourable Friend the Member for 
Bolton—namely, that if the Bill were 
passed the public might be deceived as’ 
to the real amount of capital involved 
in the undertaking. Well, unfortunately 
for my honourable Friend, that objection 
was laid befora us. The Committee rrecog- 
nised the force of it, and took the usual 
steps necessary to meet the difficulty. 
The Committee instructed a communica- 
tion to be addressed to the right honour- 
able Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade, stating that in their 
opinion it was desirable so to readjust 
the form in which the accounts of 
gas companies are presented that in 
future, whenever a division of stock takes 
place, the ameunt of the capital shown on 
their balance-sheet should clearly specify 
how much is due to actual capital ex- 
penditure and how much to the division 
proposed under the Bill; and I have 
every reason to suppose that that sugges- 
tion will be carried out. When it became 
evident that the opponents of this Bill 
would not get the preamble thrown out 
two suggestions were made for the Com- 
mittee’s consideration. First of all we 
were asked to authorise an alteration in 
the standard price of this company. 
In 1876, after a very long and exhaustive 
inquiry before a Committee of this 
House, the standard price for the three 
metropolitan gas companies was fixed as 
follows: —The Gas Light and Coke Com 
pany 3s. 9d. per 1,000 feet, the South 
Metropolitan Gas Company 3s. 6d. per 
1,000 feet, and the Commercial Gas 
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Company 3s. 9d. per 1,060 feet, with 
a corresponding sliding scale in each case. 
While the matter was before the Com- 
mittee upstairs [ asked the counsel for 
the opponents if they could point to a 
single instance in which Parliament, 
having settled a standard price for a 
gas company, that standard price had 
been altered. The counsel admitted that 
there was no such instance which could 
be pointed cut, and I have since been 
informed on most reliable authority that, 
though numerous applications have been 
made to Parliament to alter this price, 
in every instance it has been re- 
jected. ‘The other proposal brought be- 
fore us was that which has now been 
moved by the honourable Member for 
Bethnal Green in the form of the new 
clause now before the House. Prior to 
1868 the system of fixing the price to 
be charged by the Metropolitan Gas Com- 
panies in force was somewhat analogous 
to that which is contained in the pro- 
posal of the honourable Gentleman. That 
system was found to be so undesirable— 
thera were such constant complaints 
made to the Board of Trade and brought 
forward in this House—that in 1876, 
after a very exhaustive inquiry respecting 
the positi¢ n of the three metropolitan Tas 
companies, the present system of the 
standard price with sliding scale and 
auction clause was adopted for the whole 
of the three metropolitan gas companies. 
At that time the capital of the Gas 
Light and Coke Company was a little 
under £8,000,000 ; now it is a little over 
£13,000,000, or in other words, five mil- 


lions of capital have been issued 
since that time on the faith of 
the arrangement which was_ then 


entered into. Now, I do not feel called 
upon—and I do not think it would be 
desirable that I should—to express any 
cpinion whatever as to the merits of the 
management of the various metropoli- 
tan gas companies, nor ought I to express 
an opinion as to whether the sliding scale 
has or has not brought that advantage 
to the consumer which was expected from 
it at the time it was framed, or whether 
the standard prices fixed in 1876 are, 
considering the whole circumstances of 
the case—the alteration in the price cf 
coal and residual products and in 
the amount of wages paid—proper 
gandard prices or not. If _ these 


‘ COMMONS} 





Company Bill. 1104 


matters have to be considered, if the 
matter is to be opened, then I say that it 
oarht te be considered by a Select Com- 
iuittee of this House appointed for the 
purpose, which will have the whole of 
the evidence necessary on both sides 
before it, so that it can be dealt with by 
a Bill based on the Report of that Com- 
mittee. It would be, in my opinion, a 
most lmproper course for a Private Bill 
Committee, dealing with a questicn such 
ag the splitting up of the stocks and with 
a Bill invelving nothing but that, to 
attempt to open such a question and to 
upset the deliberate decision of this 
House, entered into after a long and 
most exhaustive inquiry, and I certainly 
hope that the House will not accept the 
Amendment of the honourable Member 
for Bethnal Green. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): The 
honourable Member who has just sat 
down asked the House not to upset the 
deliberate decision of the Committee, and 
the issue which he argued was altogether 
different from the one which is involved 
in the classification and redistribution cf 
the stock. Let me say that I agree with 
the honourable Gentleman. I quite 
appreciate the importance of upholding 
the decision of the Private Bill Com- 
mittees upstairs, and, further, I recognise 
that the issue which is involved in the 
division of stock does not affect the objec- 
tion which I, at any rate, have in view in 
supporting the Amendment of my honowr- 
able Friend opposite. I do not at all 
object to this readjustment of the stocks 
of this company. I know very well that 
they are only following the precedent of 
other gas companies, and of other railway 
companies, and of almost all important 
joint stock enterprises in this country ; 
and I would not oppose this Bill if it 
were not that the Amendment moved by 
my honourable Friend opposite is the 
only opportunity we have of bringing 
before this House the great injustice 
which we in the north of London suffer 
in consequence of this wholly unjustifiable 
advance in the price of gas. And 1 
would go ‘irther. So strongly do I feel 
the responsibility of arguing against the 
decision of the Committee upstairs who 
have had before them the very questions 
involved in this readjustment of the 
stocks that I should hope my honourable 
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Friend opposite would even now not press 
his Amendment to a Division if he can 
vet from my right honourable Friend the 
President of the Board of Trade some 
assurance that we shall get an inquiry 
viving us some prospect of relief from 
the injustice under which we have so 
long suffered. Let me say that, not 
imerely in my own constituency in East 
Islington, but throughout the whole of 
the north of London,. constituting the 
majority of the inhabitants of London, 
there is a strong feeling of the injustice 
under which they labour for no offence 
whatever, excepting that they, unfortu. 
nately for themselves, reside on the north 
of the Thames. I think the honourable 
Gentleman opposite said that this 
arrangement of the stocks will not affect 
the dividends in any way, and I quite 
agree with him, because it is only an 
arithmetical readjustment of the nominal 
capital. He himself will not, however, 
dispute that it does affect what is quite 
as important a 
nominal 


eXists 


factor—namely, the 

amount of capital which 
and I do not think the gas com- 
pany will deny that it will render the 
stock more freely convertible, and 
that it will more readily appeal 
to investors in that form, and that it 
will enhance the value of the stock. The 
value of the stock must be a factor in 
determining the price which should be 
paid should any public body require to 
purchase the undertaking. I am myself 
not in favour of the municipalisation of 
private enterprises, and I do say that if 
the question were to come before the 
London County Council, of which I have 
the honour to be a member, I, as at 
present advised, should be opposed to 
the purchase of the gas companies by the 
Council. Therefore, from that point of 
view, what is the value of these undertak- 
ings would not in the least affect me. 
What I am interested in is that these 
people north of the Thames have to pay 
an enhanced price for their gas, and un- 
less we can get some relief in that respect, 
we have no remedy before us, excepting 
to come to Parliament and oppose any- 
thing which is for the enhancement of 
the value of the gas undertakings. Re- 
ference has been made to the  slid- 
ing scale. I have not a word to 
say against that sliding scale arrange 
ment, and if I had, Parliament has 
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already sanctioned it, and certainly I do 
not want to interfere with any Acts of 
Parliament under which gas companies 
have raised their capital. Let me remind 
the House, however, of the words used 
by Mr. Cardwell in the Committee of 
1867. He reported that the companies 
were only entitled to their 10 per cent. 
after exercising due care in their manage- 
ment. We claim, and believe that 
we can prove, that that due care 
and good management have not been 
exercised in the case of the Gas Light 
and Coke Company. We think we 
can establish that, and if we do then 
clearly the ground on which this sliding 
scale arrangement has been granted to 
this company falls away, and they are 
not entitled to the benefits of that 
arrangement. If my right honourable 
Friend will give some hope that we shall 
have an impartial inquiry where we can 
establish that, we shall be satisfied. We 
in the north of London are paying an 
unjust and unjustifiable price for our gas. 
So far as I am concerned, this is my sole 
reason for opposing this consolidation of 
stock; but unless we get some such as- 
surance from the President of the Board 
of Trade as I have indicated, then I con- 
sider we have no course open but to press 
the Amendment, and if my honourable 
Friend goes to a Division I shall cer- 
tainly support him. 


*Sir_ J. PEASE (Durham, Barnard 
Castle): A short time ago I ventured to 
address the House on a somewhat similar 
occasion, imploring the House not to 
review a decision come to by a Com- 
mittee upstairs. There are occasions of 
national and great importance when these 
reviews have to be made; there can be 
no doubt about that. But on the 
general question of private Bills, espe- 
cially those that have been fought out 
in Committee, it seems to me, and I am 
sure the experiences of other honourable 
Members of this House who have had a 
shorter experience of these matters than 
T have had must bring them to the same 
conclusion, that the House ought not 
to indulge in these discussions on private 
Bills, the merits of which cannot be 
wholly and properly before it, and it is 
a course which it may hereafter very 
much regret. All the great Leaders of 
this House in my time, and before my 
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time, have taken this stand. Sir Robert 
Peel held the same view so strongly that 
he said on one occasion— 


“T would rather support the decision of 
the Committee upstairs, where the primd facie 
view, in my own mind, was that it had come 
to a wrong decision, than upset it in open 
House.” 


What is the case! Why, that if the 


House begins once to review these 
decisions you destroy the independence 
of your Committee. That was Sir 


Robert Peel’s view. The Committee is 
selected by the Committee of Selection of 


this House, who are men in whose 
decision you have full confidence, and 
when once’ you commence to review 


decisions of those you have appointed, 
and who have heard the evidence, you 
open the door to that “lobbying” 
which is taking place on this very 
Bill. To-day no Member could come 
through this Lobby without being 
canvassed upon the question of this Bill, 
and therefore I do ask the House, espe 
cially after such a statement as that which 
has been made by my honourable Friend 
the Chairman of this Committee, that 
we should not discuss the merits of the 
company on this proposed new clause. 
The honourable Member who has just 
spoken said that he in favour of 
consolidation, but that he wants to reduce 
the price of gas. That is certainly not 
a question upon the merits of this Bill. 
Supposing the price of the gas had to 
be reduced, are you going by Act of 
Parliament to reduce the price of the 
coal from which gas is made? Everyone 
in the north of England knows that 
owing to that unfortunate strike in Wales 
the price of coal has gone up throughout 
the kingdom, and a large quantity of it 
has been taken off the market. I myself 
have nothing whatever to do with the 
London gas companies, but it is a fact 
that the Durham and Northumberland 
miners got an advance in their wages 
the other day, and for six months after 
that, on the ground of this strike in 
Wales. It is obvious that we could not 
interfere with such a thing as that. My 
honourable Friend opposite says, “Reduce 
your price, or else we shall not pass the 
Bill for the consolidation of stock.” 
I think there is not a large railway com- 
pany, if my memory serves me rightly, 
in this country which has not been before 


Sir J. Pease. 
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this House within the last few years 
for the consolidation of its stock; but 
the House never said to any of those 
railways, “Because we are going to 
consolidate your stock for the benetit 
of your shareholders and for the greater 
simplification of your accounts you are 
to lower your fares.” We put no condi- 
tions upon them on account of the con- 
solidation of their stock; it would have 
been illogical then, and it is most illogi- 
cal now, in my opinion, because this Bill 
comes for consolidating stock, and the 
price of the stock may be improved by 
it, to say, “ Very well, because you are 
going to get the advantage of the market 
value of your stock, and place it at such 
a figure that it will be a good investment 
to the working classes we are going to 
throw out the Bill because you do not 
lower the price of gas by ld., 2d., 3d, 
or 4d., or whatever the price may be.” 
I do hope that the House will endeavour 
to be a little logical in these things, 
If it does not feel inclined to take the 
advice I venture to give it, and decline 
to review decisions of its Committee 
upstairs, on the principle that we have 
elected that Committee which 
ported upon the Bill, we are opening 
the door to that annoying system of 
“lobbying ” to which we have been sub- 
jected this afternoon. 


re- 


has 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I 
have had a great deal to do with the 
private business of this House, and no 
one has a greater respect for the whole 
system than I have, and no one feels 
the desirability of the House supporting 
its Committees more than I do. I have 
had occasion to oppose in this House 
the Amendment of a Committee’s Report, 
where even I felt myself that the Com- 
mittee’s Report was not altogether that 
which it should be; but, taking these 
views, [ felt it essential to me, at any 
rate on this occasion, to sit still in this 
House until I should hear what the Chair- 
man of the Committee in question had 
to say upon this matter. Now, Sir, | 
have listened with great attention to 
what the honourable Gentleman, who was 
Chairman of the Committee, said, and it 
appears to me—and I believe I shall be 
able to show to the House—that the 
point which is now before the House was 
not a point which the Committee realised. 
And that has been still more shown by 
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the speech of the honourable Gentleman 
who has just sat down, who, I believe, 
has failed entirely to seize what the real 
issue is which my honourable Friend who 
moved this Resolution was desirous of 
placing before the House. It is not thie 
case that this Bill is a similar Bill to 
that of the South Metropolitan Gas Com- 
pany. That was the view which was 
shared by the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee. Again, it is not the case that 
this Bill, in coming for the splitting of 
stock, is in the same position as the Bill 
of a railway company coming to this 
House for the splitting of stock, as the 
honourable Gentleman who has just sat 
down seems to imagine. The House must 
cast their eyes back to the agreement 
that was referred to by my honourable 
Friend when the sliding scale was intro- 


duced, and by that agreement the public 


and the company were made partners 
in this business, because, before that 
time, the company was at liberty only to 
pay 10 per cent. dividend. After that 
time there was fixed an initial price, 
which has been referred to, for the gas 
of 3s. 9d., and for every ld. that that 
price was reduced to the public 5 per 
cent. was allowed to be added to the 
dividend of the company. Consequently 
the public and the company were made 
partners in the profits that were beyond 
10 per cent., and the management of 
that joint business was left entirely in 
the hands of the company. Now, Sir, 
we had exactly a similar case on the 
south of the Thames—namely, the case 
of the South Metropolitan Gas Company. 
The same thing was done in that case, 
only at a smaller initial price of 3s. 6d., 
and the management of the joint busi- 
ness, both of the board and on behalf 
of the public, was left in the hands of 
the company. We have had now 20 
years’ experience of the management of 
the two companies managing affairs in 
which the public is interested, both for 
themselves and for us, and we find that 
in the case of the South Metropolitan 
(ras Company, where circumstances are in 
no sense essentially different from those 
north of the Thames, there has been an 
admirably conducted business whereby 
the public have profited largely at the 
hands of those 
matter. 


their agents in this 
When we turn to the Gas Light 
and Coke Company we find that it is 
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wholly different, and that they, acting 
as managers for our joint property, have 
not managed it well. That is the posi- 
tion of things, because we are paying 3d. 
per 1,000 feet more for our gas north of 
the Thames than we do on the south of 
the Thames. Allowing for the 3d. differ- 
ence in the initial rate, which was made 
at that time in order to make allowance 
for the over-capitalisation of the company 
north of the Thames, there is a difference 
of 6d. between the two. That comes to 
nearly half a million of money a year, 
which the public of London is losing, 
because the Gas Light and Coke Com- 
pany have not managed their affairs for 
themselves and for us as well as they 
ought to. It has been shown that they 
could manage them much better by the 
example of the company south of the 
Thames. Now, Sir, in every instance 
where there is this inferiority of manage- 
ment, which I say has been shown in 
this case of the Gas Light and Coke Com- 
pany, we, on behalf of the public, have 
aright to complain. This is due in some 
respects to the over-capitalisation which 
has already been referred to. I do not 
blame them for that in the past, but 
if you take the last ten years you will 
find that the amount of capital for each 
1,000 feet of gas profits that has been 
added to the capital of the company 
north of the Thames, has been some- 
thing like 25 per cent. greater in pro- 
portion than the amount added to the 
company south of the Thames. So that 
over-capitalisation continues. In the 
second place, their wages paid for car- 
bonisation, and the price of the coal 
are greater, and the sums received from 
the waste products are less. I do not 
wish to go into detail in this matter, 
because all that came out in 1892, when 
we, from the London County Council, 
acting on behalf of innumerable vestries 
and local boards sent a deputation, and 
called for an investigation into the con- 
duct of this matter, and we were told 
that the proper time was to wait until 
the company came before this House 
for some further concession or further 
Bill, and then that would be the time 
to make our complaint. We did make 
that complaint before the Committee. 
and I say that that Committee, as the 
Chairman of it has shown to-day, has 
not recognised the true view of the 
position. The essential element of 
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partnership between us and the company 
places this Bill on an entirely different 
footing from that of the Bill of any 
ordinary railway company coming for- 
ward for the splitting of their stock. 
We are not proposing in this new clause 
which the honourable Member for Beth- 
nal Green has proposed to overthrow 
or interfere with the sliding scale. We 
do not propose to alter the initial price. 
We do not propose to make any altera- 
tion of the price in this new clause which 
will affect the 10 per cent. dividend. 
But what we do say is simply this: 
“When you have increased your busi- 
ness—when it is conducted in the same 
profitable manner—no more profitable 
and no less than that of the company 
south of the Thames, allowance being 
made for your over-capitalisation, which 
is your inheritance from the past—when 
you have reduced your cost per 1,000 
feet to the cost charged by the company 
south of the Thames, and conduct the 
business, which is ours, on our joint 
behalf, as well as that company does— 
then, when you have achieved that sue- 
cess, we shall say ‘Split up your stock if 
you desire to do it.’” The one thing 
is germane to the other. We have part- 
ners conducting our business on behalf 
of the company. They came forward 
and asked for something which is to 
give them a great advantage, and what 
we are asking is just the same as if the 
manager of a works came forward and 
asked for, something—for some advan- 
tage—and what should we say! You 
would say that he would have to do the 
work more successfully and more cheaply, 
and then you would consider his request. 
That is what we, acting on behalf of the 
public, wish to do to-day, and what we 
wish this House, acting on behalf of the 
public, to do. It is simply to say to the 
Gas Light and Coke Company: “The 
public have before it an example of 
what a gas company can do. Do what 
that gas company does; do it as well, 
and then we shall be prepared to let 
you have this or any other similar ad- 
vantage.” Under these circumstances, 
I have no desire to make the fixed price 
2s. 6d. or any particular figure. I do 
not wish to argue that point on the 
floor of the House. I think ,the reason 
why the 2s. 6d. limit has been fixed is 
because it is 3d. higher than that now 
charged by the South Metropolitan Gas 
Mr. Stuart. 
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for for the over-capitalisation of the 
Gas Light and Coke Company. Ii, 
in the course of this Debate, any 
gentleman representing the Gas 
Light and Coke Company, or who 


could speak on behalf of the Gas Light 
and Coke Company, is prepared to say 
to this House that he will, when this 
Bill comes before the House of Lords, 
take care that the principle of the 
Amendment is accepted, and that the 
details of it are laid before the Com- 
mittee accepting the principle, then I, 
for one, should use all my influence to 
ask my honourable Friend to withdraw 
the clause. It is not a case of with- 
drawing that clause upon the question of 
the inquiry, because the inquiry would 
have to go into the initial price of the 
gas. All that we ask is this: “Do your 
business, and carry it out on behalf of us, 
your partners, as well as your neighbours 
are doing, and then we shall be prepared 
to give you a higher remuneration.” I 
think this House has before it a question 
of principle which was not fought out 
before the Committee, as has been re 
presented in this House already, and 
therefore I say that while it is incon- 
venient to review what Committees have 
done in general in this House, yet you 
must remember that the forms of the 
House give us an opportunity of re 
viewing the decision of its Committees, 
and therefore the forms contemplated 
that possibility. In the second place, 
when it is a thing done every year in 
this House, by this House, when the 
House sees fit to do it, the only thing 
to consider is: Is this a case for review! 
And I think by the facts which I have 
laid before the House that I have made 
out a very good case for maintaining 
that this is essentially a case for the 
House to reconsider. 


*Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): I do 
not propose to go into the general ques- 
tion. I understand that the honourable 
Member for Bethnal Green obtained a 
pledge from the President of the Local 
Government Board that an _ inquiry 
should be held into this question as to 
the reduction of the cost, and as to the 
circumstances which differentiated the 
cases of the two companies north and 
south of the Thames. But the question 
which affects most of my constituents, 
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who do not live north of the Thames, is 
the difference of the prices charged by the 
two companies. I fully accept the views 
expressed by the honourable Member for 
Islington, and I wish to say that I 
should only vote for the new clause if 
the President of the Board of Trade 
absolutely declines to grant an inquiry. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rrrcute, Croydon) : 

The honourable Member for Shoreditch 
has said that a deputation was told that 
the proper time to bring the matter of 
the excessive charges of the Gas Light 
and Coke Company forward was to 
choose the time when the company 
came to Parliament for something else. 
I am not myself familiar with the phra- 
seology of the statement to which the 
honourable Gentleman refers; but, ac- 
cepting that what he says is accurate, 
what is the state of the case? The 
company has come to Parliament and 
the principal point to which this Amend- 
ment is directed came before the Com- 
mittee ; and, if I may venture to say so, 
the House of Commons would be taking 
upon itself the functions of that Com- 
mittee if it attempted to go into the 
detail of the management of this 
company, with a view to seeing 
whether the price of gas ought to be 
reduced or not. They will be taking 
upon themselves a power which it will 
be quite impossible for them to properly 
exercise. The Committee is the ordinary 
tribunal before which matters of this 
kind are investigated. The Committee 
has investigated and considered this 
matter, and any opposition has been 
properly heard, and what the honourable 
Gentleman asks the House of Commons 
to do—the Commitee having decided 
against his proposed new clause—is, with- 
out any evidence before it, to over-ride 
the decision of the tribunal which has 
already heard the evidence, and to 
decide in favour of the course which 
the Committee has already rejected. I 
do not think myself that that is by any 
means an advisable course. The honour- 
able Gentleman has cast great strictures 
upon the management of the Gas 
Light and Coke Company. Well, Sir, 
T am not in a position to speak either 
for or against the way in which this 
company has managed its affairs, and 
T regret as much as the honourable 
Gentleman that the Company has con- 
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sidered it necessary to raise the price of 
its gas to a price considerably beyond 
that which is paid in other parts of the 
country. I think it is very much to be 
regretted that the company have thought 
it necessary to adopt this course. But 
although that may be my opinion, I could 
not possibly support proposals made in 
this House without evidence to support 
them to refuse that which the Gas Light 
and Coke Company have asked for, and 
that which the Committee upstairs have 
said ought to be given. The honourable 
Member for Bethnal Green has asked me 
on more than one occasion questions in 
regard to this company raising the price 
of gas, and I think I have told him, in 
answer to a recent question, that if he 
moved for a Committee to inquire into 
the matter, that would be a motion 
which I would be bound very carefully 
to consider in the interests of all con- 
cerned. If the honourable Gentleman 
likes to put a Motion of that kind on the 
Paper, then when I see its terms I shali 
be very glad to see if anything can be 
done. Further than that it is impos- 
sible for me to do. But I do not think 
that this House should take upon itself, 
without having any evidence before it, to 
decide as to whether the raising of the 
price of the gas is or is not justifiable, or 
whether the company is or is not pro- 
perly managed. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington): I only desire 
to bring one point forward, and that is 
that practically the Amendment of my 
honourable Friend does not ask the House 
to decide this matter. The Board of 
Trade is asked to decide, and I myself 
think that the Board of Trade is the 
proper tribunal io do so. It may be 
that when the company puts its case 
before the Board of Trade, the Board of 
Trade would be bound to look with some 
sympathy upon a claim for a higher 
price, but anyone who reads the Amend- 
ment can see that the whole matter is 
left absolutely in the hands of the Board 
of Trade, and I really think that if the 
right honourable Gentleman looks at 1+ 
from that point of view it will do away 
with his objection to it. Seeing that 
this Amendment has been supported on 
beth sides of the House so strongly, and 
that the great populations in the North 
of London are alarmed and excited by 
the action of this company, I earnestly 
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getting some definite promise from the 
Government befcre they refuse to sup- 
port the Amendment. 


Mr. BURNS (Battersea): The answer 
that the President of the Board of Trade 
made2 to the mover of the Amendment, 
although satisfactory for some subse- 
quent occasion, does not fill the Bill for 
the present occasion. It seems to me 
that his speech rather admitted too 
much. First of all, he said that he was 
not willing nor able to defend the mian- 
agement of this particular gas company. 
That practically justified much of the 
criticism that has been given in this 
House. Secondly, the right honourable 
Gentleman admitted with greater force 
than any previous speaker that it was a 
matter to be regretted that this com- 
pany should not have its gas at the same 
price as the other company. That being 
so, I should gather that it was the duty 
of the President of the Board of Trade to 
have accepted the Amendment of my 
honourable Friend, and to have made 
inquiry as to the price of gas supplied 
by the Southern Company, and to Lave 
made such representations to the Nor- 
thern Company as would have satisfied 
the reasonable demands of the various 
parts of London upon this subject. I 
have to say one other thing. The hon- 
ourable Member for Barnard Castle seems 
to be under the same impression that a 
number of other Members are—that 
whenever a monopoly is attacked in the 
interests of the public in this House, 
where a Private Bill Committee has per- 
haps sheltered that monopoly and taken 
its side, then the House of Commons is 
to ratify at once the decision of its 
Private Bill Committee. If we are to 
ratify the decisions of every Private 
Bill Committee upstairs, I venture to 
suggest that the House should sit for two 
mcnths instead of six, and that imme 
diately the Committees have done their 
work they should hand it to the Clerk at 
the Table, and thus dispose of the duty 
and function of Parliament to traverse, 
as is its right and duty, every piece of 
work done by every one of its Com- 
mittees. The greater includes the less. 
The House of Commons has control over 
all its Committees, and I consider this 
to be a in which the House of 
Commons ought to set aside the decision 
the Committee and vote for the 


Mr. Lough. 
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Amendment of my honourable Friend. 
We have heard Sir Robert Peel invoked 
to-day. It is curious how monopoly and 
the friends of monopoly can drag up 
Parliamentary traditions, and invoke «he 
names of great statesmen who have 
passed away, in the interests of “cent. 
per cent.,” and of monopolies which are 
unjustly exploiting the people of this 
country. Kut my answer to that argu- 
ment about Sir Robert Peel is this— 
that when Sir Robert Peel made the 
speech that he did make, and which 
under the circumstances could be 
defended, monopoly had not grown to 
the enormous extent it has now grown 
to. It was not so insidious as it is now; 
it did not have so many friends inside 
and outside the House as it now has ; and 
the whole of the circumstances have 
changed since his time. That argument 
disposes of that suggestion. But I 
appeal to honourable Members opposite. 
What are the facts with regard to this 
case! The London County Council with 
practical unanimity have supported the 
Amendment of my honourable Friend. 
The City Corporation—that never can 
be credited with revolutionary or with 
confiscatory tendencies—has also sup- 
ported the London County Council in 
this respect. All the vestries, and parti- 
cularly some of the Moderate and Con- 
servative vestries, have supported the 
London County Council. Public 
ings have been held all over London 
in which the conduct of this company 
has been unanimously condemned. And [ 
venture to suggest to the Moderate and 
Conservative Members of the House of 
Commons that if they want to know one 
of the reasons why it is that Conser- 
ratism is losing its ground in London, 
especially in matters affecting local life, 
like these gas monopolies do, it is be- 
cause the Moderate and Conservative 
elector in London very often is justlv 
under the impression that the Moderate 
or Conservative Party in the House of 
Commons is too anxious to suit the con- 
venience of monopoly, and not the in- 
terests of the ratepayers. It is to the in- 
terests of the ratepayers that this House 
should see that the monopolists are sub- 
servient to the public, and the reason 
why Conservatism is being suspected by 
the Conservative elector is because, in 
the House of Commons 
monopoly has to be attacked or held in 
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check, or a vested interest controlled, 
we generally have Conservative or 
Moderate Members standing up and fight- | 
ing, not in the interest of the public and | 
in the interests of their constituents | 
against monopoly, as they ought to do, | 
but fighting with the monopolists, as 
they are doing on this particular occa- 
sion. I trust that the Amendment will 
be carried in the interests of five millions 
of people who have a right to appeal to 
the House of Commons to take sides 
with them as against the profit monger- 
ing of a gas monopoly which now takes 
10 per cent. of dividends, and which is a 
rate of profit which ought to be limited 
in the interests and for the convenience 
of the people of London. 


*Sir J. B. MAPLE (Camberwell, Dul- 
wich): We have heard such speeches as 
that before, and we are likely to hear | 
many more. The question we have to deal 
with is a practical question. The House | 
is asked to pass a new clause which would | 
prevent conversion of the stock taking 
place until gas is supplied at 2s. 6d. That 
is practically the proposal, and we are 
told by different speakers that because 
South London gas is supplied at a cheaper 
rate, therefore it ought to be supplied 
at the same rate in the north. I ask any 
speaker to inquire as to the reason why 
the gas in the north of London costs 
more than it does in the south. It is 
the fact that the gas company in the | 
north of London was over capitalised. 
Then the old system had worn out, and 
new pipes had te be put in; and then we 
have another important factor—that 
coal is delivered to the South London Cas 
Works at a much lower rate by water 
than in the north of London. 


Mr. BURNS: The Northern Company 
have their works at Beckton, lower down 
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the river than the South Metropolitan 
Works are. 


*Sir J. B. MAPLE: It is a fact that coal 
is delivered cheaper to the south than to 
the north. I say, to put in a clause like 
this would be wrong. The public 
generally will gain instead of lose by 
the conversion of the stock. You are not 
asking the public to pay any money 


| extra, but you are dividing the stock up 


in such a way that people of smaller 
incomes can invest, and when any money 
is required it can be obtained at a 
cheaper rate. I most thoroughly disagree 
with the time of the House of Commons 
being taken up with such questions as 
this. The production of a clause like 


| this which has been thoroughly discussed 


in a Committee upstairs, seems to me to 
be a most absurd waste of time. I have 
no interest whatever in the gas company, 
but I have a very large interest in the 
consumption of gas, and I do say that I 
am convinced that the Gas Light and 
Coke Company manage their affairs as 


| well as any other gas company in Loa- 


don, and when you take into considera- 
tion that by increasing the price of gas 
2d. per 1,000 feet they lose a half per 
cent., I cannot understand why honour- 
able Members do not see that they are 
as well able to look after their own 
interests and the interests of the public 
generally, as some of our Friends who 
have spoken in such strong terms as re- 
gards the management of this company. 
I do hope that the House will uphold its 
Committee, and so concur with the re- 
quest of the company by a large majority. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
“That the clause be read the second time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 109 ; Noes 
214.—(Division List No. 130.) 


AYES. 


Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M 
Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brunner, Sir John T. 


Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney 
Caldwell, James 





Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Jhanning, Francis Allston | 

Clark.Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh.) | Doogan, P. C. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry | 


Colville, John 

Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, &.) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Davitt, Michael 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 


Charles 


Doughty, George 
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Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fardell, Sir 'l’. George 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. M. 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 
Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. 
Hutton, Alf. E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James: Alfred 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert M. 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

McArthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 


(Leith) 


H. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Wm. (Middlesex) 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainhridge, Emerson 

Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. . ‘. H. (Brist’l) 
Beach, W. W. (Hants) 
Bentinck, Lord ews C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 


Bowles, er H. F. (Mdsx.) 
Bowles. T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, 5% Hon. ‘St. John 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Carson, Rt. Hon. — 
Cavendish, R. F. (Lancs, N.) 
Cavendish, V.C. w. (Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Willian 


Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chelsea, Viscount 
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McIver, Sir Lewis 

McKenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


| Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 





Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morton, i. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary) 
O’Kely, James 

Oldroyd, Mark 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert T. 

Aoberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


NOES. 


Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, H. 8. —s 
Curzon, Rt. Hn. G. (Lanc) 
Curzon, Viscount ae 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Denny, Colonel 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


Drage, Geoffrey 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Alwyn F. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc.) 
Field, — (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzWygram, Gen. Sir F. 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Shee, James John 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. sC~Pickersgill 
Cohen. 


AYES— 
and Mr. 


W. Raymond (Cambs) 


Greene, 


Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hill, Rt. Hon. A. 8. (Staffs) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 


Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hutchinson,Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. E. 
Kay- ‘Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenrick, William 

Kenyon, James 

Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, George 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Legh, Hon. Thos. W. (Lancs) 
Leighton, Stanley 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Lowther, J. W. (Cumberland) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir Johz 
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Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McCalmont, Mj-Gn(Ant’m,N.) 
McEwan, William 

McKillop, James 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Morrison, Walter 

Mowbray, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Renshaw, Charles B‘ne 
Richardson, J. (Durham) 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) | 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F. S. (Chelt’ med 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarksh.) | 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walrond, Sir William Hood 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 





Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur | 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon | 
Powell, Sir Francis Shayp 





Stanley, Edw. 


Bill ordered to be read a third time. 
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BILL. 


Order for Adjourned 
Debate on Question (8th June), 


read resuming 


Motion made— 


“That the be now con- 


sidered.” 


Bill, as amended, 


Sr C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest 
of Dean): What I said yesterday 
was that I did not propose to divide 


the House against the Second Reading 
of this Bill, and when saying that 1 
stated that the workman under this 
company would, if this Bill were passed, 
not be able to draw out his contribu- 
tions when he left the company’s 
vice. Although there is nothing about it 
in the Bill, I find that by the regula- 


ger- 


tions of the company now in force he can | 
take out these contributions, and there- | 


fore I must have unintentionally misled 
those by what I said in the course of my 
observations. I wish to take this oppor- 
tunity 


Spencer, adh 
Stanley, Lord oo 


of correcting that statement, as | 


Wylie, Alexander 
WwW yndham- Quin, Major W. H. 


Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘ — 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. 
pI hornton, Percy M. 


(Somerset) Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 
TeELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir John Blundell Maple 

(Chichester) and Mr. Bucknill. 
[I am informed by the company that 
they intend that that shall not be the 

case. 

*Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to move the rejection of 
this Bill upon the grounds of public 
policy. The right honourable Gentleman 


the Member for the Forest of Dean has 
already explained that he was in error 
as to the inability of the workman tu 
withdraw his subscriptions. With regard 
to this fund, I myself thought that that 
was to be so, and I still think that it is a 
little doubtful as the Bill stands, because 
it does not state how far the regulations 
but at any 
rate Iam quite willing to take it that 
objectionable feature no longer 
exists. Now, Mr. Speaker, the right 
honourable Gentleman also said that the 
men did not appear in opposition to this 
Bill, and I want, with the permission of 
the House, to just offer a few remarks 
upon that point. The absence of opposi- 
tion of railway men, of whom Ihave had 
some considerable experience, does not 
necessarily mean that they assent to the 


in force might be altered ; 


this 
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proposals of their employers. The plain 
truth is that probably there are no em- 
ployers that have such great power over 
their workmen as railway companies 
have. There are various reasons for this 
which would ke interesting to go into, but 
for the convenience of the House I shall 
forbear. I am here to-day to say that 
I have seen schemes proposed by rail- 
way companies that have been generally 
condemned by the staff, and yet when the 
crucial moment came that they had to 
appear in public opposition they had not 
the courage to do so. Intimidation is not 
unknown to railway companies, and I 
think I am bound to say that the Great 
Eastern Railway Company has an unen- 
viable reputation in this respect. I hold 
in my hand the names of five men repre- 
senting the grades of drivers, signalmen, 
and mechanics, who, within the last three 
or four years have been discharged from 
the service of the Great Eastern Railway 
Company for no other reason than that 
they had _ identified themselves with 
public agitation which the company con- 
sidered against their interests. I am 
perfectly well aware that the numerous 
apologists for this and other companies 
will say at once that the cause of their 
discharge was for some technical offence, 
but as a practical matter that which would, 
under any ordinary circumstances, only 
bring upon the head of the offender a 
suspension or a small fine, is punished 
by dismissal. There is only one way in 
which railway men can get anything like 
that courage which they ought to have, 
that is by strong organisation in their 
trade unions. Upon the Great Eastern 
Railway Company the organisation of the 
men is notoriously weak, and that I 
blame, and I say with great confidence, 
that that weakness is the reason why we 
had not some open opposition to this 
Bill, and to the scheme to which I 
especially take objection. Let me say at 
once that this is not a wholesale attack 
upon the pension fund of the Great 
Eastern Company. Naturally, I have very 
strong and definite views about these 
Mr. Maddison. 








private funds. But this afternoon I am 
not trying to air these views. I am not 
in any sort of way attempting to attack 
this fund as a fund generally. I am 
glad to see, for instance, that compulsion 
finds no resting place in this Bill, 
although I know that the present fund 
is a compulsory one for the fresh em- 
ployee, and that the old fund will be 
merged into the new. Therefore, the 
element of compulsion exists, but I am 
quite prepared to admit that, as a matter 
of fact, compulsion has no real place ii 
the Bill, and no one rejoices in that 
more than I do myself. My objection 
is that the Bill doas not give the men 
adequate or, as a matter of fact, real 
representation on the managing commit- 
tee, which in this Bill ‘s called the 
pension committee. Of course, I admit 
that the company guarantee the solvency 
of this fund. But, though that is quite 
true, it must be remembered that the 
men pay 5d. or 10d. per week to one or 
other of these funds, and therefore | 
submit that when working men are 
paying 10d. per week of their own money, 
not merely an pptional payment, but 
having it deducted from their wages by 
their employers, I think this House 
should say that that payment on their 
part ought to entitle them to full repre 
sentation on the managing committee of 
this fund. Now, Sir, the company have, 
through the efforts largely of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean, allowed the men some 
representation on the pension committee. 
That committee is composed of 11 gentle 
men ; four of these gentlemen are direc- 
tors of the Great Eastern Company, five 
of them are high officials of the company, 
carrying in the minds of the men more 
authority, if I may say so, than the direc- 
torsthemselves. When the driver sees the 
locomotive superintendent, he keeps his 
eye on him far more than on the chair- 
man of the board, because, perhaps, he 
may never meet the chairman of the 
board again, but his locomotive super- 
intendent, or his other officials, he is 
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constantly meeting. I appeal to honour- 
able Members whether the company, 
having admitted that the men have the 
ri¢ht to representation, are carrying that 
right out by giving them simply two men 
on a committee of nine directors 
and officials. Why, the fact is 
that the men would be just as 
well off without these two, because 
when reforms are asked for the company 
will say, “Here you have representation ; 
what more do you want!” When you 
come to inquire into it, these two men 
are simply lay figures; they practically 
cannot lift their little finger one way or 
the other. When it comes to a question 
of voting, of course, they cannot be of 
any use whatever. What is this pension 
committee? Amongst its various functions 
it has the power of “rescinding, alter- 
ing, or adding to the rules or regulations 
contained in such pension scheme, and 
it may modify the condition upon which 
new members may be entitled to bene- 
fits.” Now, that is a very important 
committee. A committee that can 
actually rescind, add, or alter a number 
of rules in such important respects as 
the condition under which this pension 
fund is to be administered is the very 
place where the men who pay this money 
ought to have some full representation. 
There ought to be no mistake about this. 
These pension funds are not philan- 
thropical institutions—they are matters 
of business. The Great Eastern directors, 
when they decided to found this fund, 
approached it just as much from a Dusi- 
ness point of view as they would if they 
were going to lay down a number of 
engines. I am not complaining. It is 
their duty to look after their share 
holders’ interests, but, unfortunately, it 
is often very difficult for the men to 
get anyone to look after their interests. 
I do not wish to retain the House long, 
but I do wish to show that the Great 
Eastern Company have some good reason 
for giving some little money to this pen- 
sion fund. I would like the House to 
remember what are the wages of some 
of the Great Eastern Railway Company’s 
employees. It may be that gentlemen who 
only come across railway men when they 
are amongst their constituents at election 
meetings may suppose that all the men 
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are quite satisfied both with their wages 
and with the pension fund. I will leave 
the House to decide that point so far as 
the wages are concerned. The figures 
I am about to give are for the London 
district, where it is with the greatest 
difficulty that the men can get anything 
like two or three decent rooms, except at 
the most excessive rentals. In the Lon- 
don district you have a platelayer work- 
ing for this company for £1 a week. 
Porters between Liverpool Street and 
Tottenham work for 16s. a week, and 
the House must remember do not get 
those enormous “tips” that honourable 
Gentlemen are always telling us go to 
supplement the railway porter’s wages. 
Many of these men do not average 2s. 6d. 
from this source per week. Firemen get 
3s. 6d. per day, and ticket collectors 21s. 
per week. I only quote these figures to 
show that the Great Eastern Railway 
Company are simply recognising a part of 
their obligations in establishing this pen- 
sion fund, and what I want to ask the 
representatives of the Great Eastern 
in this House is this: if they 
are desirous of encouraging thrift 
amongst their men—and no one desires 
working men to be thrifty more than I 
do—why do not they adopt the practice 
which has beem followed by a company 
much larger than the Great Eastern— 
one of the largest in England—I refer 
to the Midland Railway Company? On 
the Midland Railway Company you have 
a friendly society which is registered 
under the Friendly Societies Act, and 
which comes under the control of the 
tegistrar General, the same as any other 
society does. Now, that is one great 
defect in this Bill. By the Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Bill, to which I referred 
yesterday, the Registrar General, who is a 
State officer appointed to protect these 
agencies for working men, is put in the 
Bill. In this Bill he is left entirely out. 
That is a grievous defect, because 
if he were in it he would be able from 
time to time to correct any irregularity. 
But, as I have already said, the issue, so 
far as I am concerned, is simply this: 
Should Parliamentary sanction be given 
to a pension fund, to which the workmen 
contribute as much as 10d. per week, 
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which fund is left absolutely and entirely 
to the control of the employers of those 
workmen! That is the point—that isthe 
issue that I wish to divide the House upon. 
The Great Eastern Railway Company 
could very easily have drafted a clause 
covering these matters, and could have 
given real representation to the workmen. 
As far as I am concerned as a workman, 
as a trade unionist, and as one who desires 
that the working classes should not 
merely get better wages and better hours 
and better conditions, but that they 
should also make provision for their old 
age, and get together a little indepen- 
dence—from this point of view I appeal 
with not too great a confidence to this 
House, but with some confidence that 
it will reject this Bill for the simple 
and sole purpose of allowing the Great 
Eastern Railway Company to complete 
their efforts in encouraging thrift by 
giving the workman not merely the op- 
portunity of contributing his money, but 
a full opportunity of controlling it when 
he has done so. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
I have listened with great care to the 
speech of the honourable Member, and I 
am exceedingly surprised that he should 
lightly undertake the great responsi- 
bility of moving the rejection of this im- 
portant Bill on such very meagre grounds, 
I should have thought that, although it 
is perfectly evident that he is not familiar 
with the attitude of the men towards this 
Bill, and not at all familiar with the 
contents of the Bill itself 


*Mr. MADDISON : I speak from a prac- 
tical consideration of the matter. 


*Mr. GRAY: I should have thought 
that the action taken yesterday and 
to-day by the right honourable Gentle 
man the Member for the Forest of Dean 
would have been a very strong hint to 
him that he has a very bad case in 
re-moving the rejection of this Bill. 


Sir C. DILKE: The honourable Mem- 


ber is mistaken. It is my intention to 





vote with the honourable Member for 
Brightside. I thought yesterday that 


under the circumstances it would be use 
less to divide the House, but I certainiy 
‘support my honourable Friend. 


Mr. Maddison. 





{COMMONS } 
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*Mr. GRAY: I am very sorry to hear 
that the right honourable Gentleman has 
come to that decision, because I certainly 
thought, from his statement yesterday, 
that he was of opinion that it would 
not be desirable to move the rejection of 
this Bill, more especially because the 
three reasons which he gave yesterday, and 
which might have justified him in object- 
ing to the Bill, have to-day been reduced 
to two, and I think that I shall be able 
to satisfactorily deal with the remaining 
two without trespassing upon the time 
of the House for more than a minute or 
two. Ihave not a single shilling invested 
in any Great Eastern Railway Company's 
stock—I wish I had—but I have a very 
great interest in the future of some 
5,000 railway men who are electors 
in my own constituency, and from 
that standpoint I have looked with 
some little interest to the progress 
of this Bill. I think I can tell the House 
that it has never been my good fortune 
to see any Bill more advantageous to 
the workmen drafted by any body of 
private employers containing _ better 
terms than this from beginning to end— 
financially, and in every other way. What 
does it do? This is a Bill which will 
provide pensions for all wage-earning 
classes with a maximum wage of 18s. a 
week, and it will give that benefit to 
some 24,000 persons. It provides sick 
pay at the age of 55, and in addition 
to that the whole of the moneys con- 
tributed by the men can be taken back 
by them when they quit the service of 
the company with, at least, 3 per 
cent. interest. It is, therefore, a bank 
fund, a superannuation fund, a life in- 
surance fund, and a sick pay fund all 
rolled into one, and all these benefits 
may be secured to the men by the pay- 
ment, not necessarily of 10d. per week, 
but sometimes as small as 2d. per week. 
What is the object of the company? A 
pension fund already exists, founded in 
the year 1890. Later on the company 
again came to the House, in 1893 I 
believe, for further powers to extend the 
pension benefits, and those powers were 
readily granted. Under these two exist- 
ing funds some 3,552 of the company’s 
servants joined the pension fund, 
and a smaller number joined the 
supplementary fund, but since that date, 
when these two funds were formed 
and closed, there have been constant 
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appeals on the part of men who are not 
members to be allowed to be enrolled—to 
be admitted to the benefits of these 
funds. But it was impossible on the 
existing financial basis for the company 
to admit them, and therefore the com- 
pany comes to the House of Commons for 
permission to alter the financial arrange 
ments, in order to admit the remaining 
20,000 of their servants to the benefits 
of the existing funds. The company has 
come to the House of Commons for the 
purpose of strengthening the position ot 
their employees. The company gene 
rously gave that which they were not 
bound to give—a locus standi to the 
Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants. 
I am very glad they did so, because I 
was anxious that they should have the 
power of appearing before the Committee. 
They were prepared to file their petition 

-they have withdrawn it, and I am not 
surprised that they did so. I cannot 
conceive any trade organisation prose 
cuting opposition in the face of the 
figures which I can place before the 
House. The company invited the 
opinions of their individual employees. 
They sent out voting papers to 
the whole of the 3,552 members of the 
pension fund, and received back ballot 
papers, in favour of the alteration to the 
fund 2,186, against 432, whilst 934 
expressed no opinion. For the pension 
supplementation fund no less than 1,115 
sent in in favour, as against 154 who 
were opposed to it. Now, if the opinions 
of the men themselves are to be taken as 
worth anything, I cannot imagine a more 
overwhelming opinion deliberately  re- 
corded by the men than the opinion I 
have just related to this House. The 
men have deliberately recorded their em- 
phatic opinion in favour of the change 
now before this House. It is said that an 
explanation can be given as to the with- 
drawal of the petition of the Amalga- 
mated Society. Yes, that is the best ex- 
planation that can be given—the 
opinion recorded by the men themselves 
that this is a good thing, and that they 
are determined to have it. I am not speak- 
ing from these figures alone. It was my 
good fortune to.meet the delegates of the 
men who assembled in London from the 
whole of the centres affected by the 
Great Eastern system—delegates of the 
men, freely elected. One and all, without 
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a single exception, unanimously were 
in favour of this Bill. Some little 
time later on, along with one of the 
representatives of an Essex constituency, 
I addressed a meeting of very nearly 
2,000 of these men, and I had no doubt 
at that meeting that there was a large 
preponderance of men urgently desirous 
of obtaining the fund proposed by this 
Bill. An attack has been made by the 
honourable Member who is moving the 
rejection of this Bill upon the manage 
ment of the fund. But, so far as the 
greater portion of the business of the 
fund is concerned, there is no necessity 
for a board of management whatever. 
The rules, which, though not incorporated 
in the Bill, are governed by the Bill, say 
that benefits must not be reduced, nor 
contributions increased; therefore it is 
perfectly clear that any change must be 
made in the direction of an improvement 
tothe men. “There must be no increase 
of contribution, nor reduction of benefit.” 


*Mr. MADDISON: The clause reads— 
“ And that this Committee may modify the 
conditions under which new members may he 
entitled to the benefits thereof” ; 
so that you may make the conditions 
apply at different ages, and various other 
charges may be made. 


*Mr. GRAY: You cannot modify the 
terms in any degree detrimental to those 
who are already on the fund; and to 
those who may come in after, it does not 
matter whether the board of mamage- 
ment alter or not, because they will have 
the terms of the fund before their eyes 
when they enter the employment of the 
company. It is perfectly permissive from 
beginning to end—they may come im, or 
remain outside, and I cannot conceive 
that it makes any material difference to 
them, if they are persons who have not 
vet sought employment within the ranks 
of the company. But the point I want 
to press is this: that the fund works 
automatically, for the most part. A man, 
we will say, reaches the age of 65. He 
has nothing to do but present his certi- 
ficate of age, and his certificate of ser- 
vice, and draw his annuity. Or he 
reaches the age of 55, and breaks down 
in health. He presents his necessary cer- 
tificate from the doctor, and draws the 
sick pay which is payable to him. He 
quits the service, then he has nothing 
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to do but present the necessary certifi- 
cate and draw out the money. There 
cannot be any dispute as to the amount 
due to him. It could be worked out by 
a penny-in-the-slot machine. You put in 
the necessary certificates, and out comes 
the necessary annuity, or sick pay, or 
contribution, or whatever it is. There is 
no need for a board of management for 
nine-tenths of the work. As far as I can 
see, it is only necessary in determining 
whether the workman has or has not 
broken down in health, and whether the 
retiring age should be 61 or 65. There 
might be some cases where dispute would 
arise as to the state of health of the 
applicant, but I do not conceive that the 
disputes would be many; and, if tie 
applicant be on the pension fund 
or on the supplemental fund, there 
would be two of the men permanently 
elected by the men’s own delegates to 
serve on this board, and those men could 
make things very uncomfortably warm 
for the company, under such _ circum- 
stances, even if they had not sufficient 
voting strength to influence the decision 
of the board. The presence of two or 
three men with tongues in their heads 


must of necessity be most useful to the in- 


terests of the men. No considerable 
claim has been put forward by the 
men for larger representation. * That 
is a point upon which they have 
not felt so strongly. They have 
brought forward certain amendments, 
which, I am sorry to say, have 
not been incorporated in the Bill. There 
is the question of the possible re- 
duction of age. There is the ques- 
tion of the position of the man 


who may be reduced, and who may not 
be able to contribute the maximum con- 
tribution, week by week, that he has 
entered into in earlier years. These are 
matters which we must leave with 
confidence in the hands of the present 
directors of the Great Eastern Railway 
Company. It is, in my opinion, alto- 
gether beside the mark to imagine for a 
single instant that the company have 
any sinister desien in introducing this 
Bill. It isa matter of pure business with 
them, and the men realise that, although 
this is a business transaction with the 
company, if the company have erred at 
all they have erred on the side of gene- 
Mr. Gray. 


{COMMONS } 
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benefits of certain portions of the 
annuity not purchased by themselves—- 
are getting benefits of sick pay from 55 
to 65, and they are getting the benefit 
of taking the whole of their money out, in 
the event of their leaving the company. 
These are advantages the expense of 
which will fall very heavily indeed upon 
the Great Eastern directors and the share- 
holders in a few years’ time. The honour. 
able Member for Brightside has drawn 
attention to the fact that in the Lanca- 
shire and Yorkshire Bill the registrar of 
Friendly Societies is put in to safeguard 
the men ; but he has not pointed out that 
there is no analogy between this Bill and 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire Bill. The 
basis of that Bill is an actuarial one, but 
there is no actuarial basis in this one. I 
draw the attention of all interested in 
questions concerning employers and em- 
ploved to the basis upon which this 
fund is constructed. There is no actua 
rial valuation in this Bill, from begin- 
ning to end. The company pledge them- 
selves, and register that pledge within 
the Statute itself, that, in return for 
certain contributions they will guarantee 
the payment of the whole of the sums 
out in this Bill out of their current 
account, before their debenture stock 
holders can draw a single farthing of 
interest upon money invested. The pre 
sent guarantee of the Great Eastern Rail- 
way Company is the basis of this Bill. 
That is the marked distinction upon this 
Bill and the Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Bill. The Lancashire and Yorkshire Bill 
was a question of actuarial valuation, and 
nobody who is familiar with actuarial 
valuation, and knows what difficulty 
there is in convincing an ordinary work- 
ing man that, although there may be 
half ‘a million of money in the fund, it is 
in an unsound condition, will doubt the 
necessity for having the Registrar 
General upon funds which are formed 
upon such a basis. The Great Eastern 
Company have ceased to bother about 
actuarial valuation. They have de- 
parted from the old basis of equal con- 
tributions from the men. They have 
undertaken the whole burden of benefits 
imposed by the Bill, and I do not hesi- 
tate to say that when the period of stress 
arises, as it always does arise in pension 


set 
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funds, after from 30 to 40 years, 
there will be unquestionably a heavy 
charge thrown on the Great Eastern Rail- 
way Company, a charge so heavy that 
there must be a commensurate benefit to 
the men. They realise that all anxiety as 
to the fund’s stability is taken away. 
They have not to fear a quinquennial 
valuation. 


they will be assured of receiving from | 


the age of 55 to 65. I have seen no Bill 
—and it has been my lot to go through 
a large number of schemes for the benefit 
of the working  classes—containing 


sounder and more beneficial terms to the | 


employee than the terms set forth in this 


Bill. It has passed without opposition | 
before a Committee of this House, and | 


if the House has decided by its recent 
vote not to review the decision of its 
Committee it may well give effect to 
the same principle with a more prepon- 
derating voice and vote than upon the last 
Measure, because in this case the very 
representatives of the men themselves 
have withdrawn their objections. Every 
unprejudiced, unbiassed examiner of the 


scheme itself will, I am sure, be convinced | 


of the fact that no better fund has ever 
before been brought before the House cf 
Commons. A large number of these men 
are my own constituents ; they are taking 
the keenest interest in the decision of 
the House of Commons in this matter, 
and I do trust that the honourable Mem- 
ber will have satisfied his conscience by 
having drawn attention to those cases of 
dismissal and those alleged cases of 
small wages. Supposing those cases 
do exist; it may be that there are 
a number of porters in receipt of poor 
wages; it may be that there are a 


number of men dismissed for taking part | 
in some proceedings outside. I challenge | 


the honourable Member to show that 
these are reasons for refusing the benefits 
of this Bill to 24,000 people who want 


them—people who do not receive these | 


small payments, who have not been dis- 
missed, and who are anxious for these 
benefits, which I am sure will establish 
the most cordial co-operation between 
employers and employed, and I therefore 
trust that the decision of the House will 
not for one moment be uncertain. 


Whatever they contribute | 
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Mr. BURNS: For six years the House 
of Commons thas had to listen to 
| criticisms or opposition to a railway sick 
| pension and superannuation fund; per- 
| haps to a few Members of the House it 
|may appear that such opposition and 
criticism is fruitless and futile. Well, 
| measured by the success which we see in 


|this Bill, I cordially congratulate every 
labour representative in this House for 
his courage in having subjected this 
scheme to hostile criticism, because what 
is the effect of the past action of this 
Bill! It has caused the House of Com- 
mons, or, I should say, it has converted 
'the House of Commons to the view that 
the labour organisation has a locus 
standi before the Private Bill Committee. 
‘It would not have got that without 
|criticism. It has also caused this Bill 
to have voluntary clauses of membership 
which previous Bills hitherto have not 
had, and it has compelled the Great 
| Eastern Railway Company to surrender 
| representation of the men upon this 
pension fund, representation which has 
hitherto been denied by that and other 
railway companies ; so to that extent past 
opposition has been justified. Now we 
are told by the honourable Member for 
North-West Ham that the ballot of the 
men disposes of my honourable Friend’s 
criticism. We all know what a ballot of 
this sort means. It is about as fair a 
representation of the opinion of railway 
men as it would be if a regiment cf 
soldiers were to be asked to ballot as to 
whether the colonel or the adjutant 
should have command of the canteen 
fund. Tommy Atkins would vote for the 
colonel and the adjutant, and would 
probably suggest that he himself should 
have nothing to do with it. When the 
honourable Member says that this Bill 
represents the mature opinion and broad 
judgment of every man in Stratford 
Works, let me say that I differ from him 
| entirely, because such is contrary to the 
fact, as is proved by a fairly substantial 
minority of the men having the courage, 
notwithstanding being suspected, and 
|visking their chances of promotion, to 
vote against this most generous scheme. 
I am very sorry that the railway men of 
| this country have not, as in this instance, 


‘the courage to have more backbone, and 
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to stand out against these compulsory 
schemes of sick pay and superannuation 
funds. I am, indeed, sorry that the rail- 
way men of Stratford, whilst secretly 
disagreeing even with the voluntary 
fund, have not had the courage which 
was possessed by the minority, and pro- 
tested against railway companies having 
anything to do with that which ought to 
be left to the men’s own right and 
liberty to do for themselves through their 
own friendly societies. However, there is 
good reason why they cannot protest, 
and, if they cannot, we must. We must 
protest against this Bill because it gives 
the railway company powers, duties, and 
functions over their workmen contrary to 
the spirit of railway legislation which 
was granted for entirely different pur- 
poses. The honourable Member for West 
Ham has admitted that there are Amend- 
ments to be made in the interests of the 
men. The men object to the reduction 
of age in one or two instances. They 
would like to improve the Bill in other 
respects, but they cannot stand much 
chance of putting these suggestions 
forward in a definite and _ practical 
manner unless they have a tip from the 
firm that they must not push these 
suggested reforms too far. The honour- 
able Member for West Ham says that he 
never met a more generous scheme than 
this. Yes, this is the kind of charity 
that covers a multitude of sins. It is 
the kind of generosity that whispers 
pensions to the ear of the platelayer 
which he will never live to receive. The 
company, by long hours, overwork, and 
low wages, kill 80 per cent. before they 
ever reach the age of 65. 


*Mr. GRAY: On death they take out 
their total contributions. 


Great Eastern Railway 


Mr. BURNS: If they do, that is 
nothing like what the Compensation Act 
gives them. When we are told about the 
generosity of the company, let them start 
being generous by giving their plate- 
layers a rise of 4s. a week; from 16s. io 
20s. in the London district. If they want 


to be benevolent, let them pay their 
shunters better wages, and not allow 
them to subject the passengers to 


respectable blackmailing in the shape of 
“tips,” owing to the fact that it underpays 


Mr. Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
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its porters and the whole of its staff: 
and when we hear of the shunters, plate- 
layers, and porters, and other men, being 


generously treated, then I ask to 
see that generosity in the wages 


that they receive, and I do not see it. 
The House of Commons is having its 
time wasted, public business is delayed, 
important questions are postponed, and 
the liberty of the subject is interfered 
with, simply because we do not keep rail- 


way companies, as was originally _ in- 
tended, to railway business pure and 
simple. Railways were instituted to 


carry men, goods, and cattle. 
AN HONOURABLE MemBer: How about 
ladies? 


Mr. BURNS: Ladies are not carried: 
they are conveyed. Railways, as I have 
said, were instituted to carry passengers, 
goods, and cattle, but what do we see? 
Year after year railway companies come 
here for increased powers—omnibuses. 
privileged cabs, houses for men, sick, 
accident, bank and pension societies, the 
effect of which is, Sir, to concentrate the 
attention of the staffs of the railway 
companies on subsidiary and auxiliary 
business, foreign to the original charter 
granted to the companies. By these 
encroachments the railway companies, 
both as regards combination of work- 
men and associated thrift, are slowly but 
surely putting restrictions upon the work- 
men, and incidentally upon the public, 
which were never intended by Parlia- 
ment years ago. We are asked to con- 
done this Bill on the ground that it is 
generous, and not compulsory. It is true 
that it is not compulsory for old hands, 
but the honourable Member for West 
Ham knows it will be practically com- 
pulsory for new hands. He knows very 
well that if men do not join they will 
incur disfavour, and that their chance of 
promotion or transference to better 
places will be lessened. Therefore, what 
is on the face of it a voluntary Measure 
in its operation may be made an instru- 
ment of intimidation to such an extent 


that Parliament should protect the 
workmen from it. Now I come to the 
subscriptions. A platelayer with 16s. a 


week, if he belongs—and I hope he does 
belong—to a trade union and _ friendly 
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society, cannot afford to contribute any 
more. Many of them pay 3d. a week to 
their trade union, 95 per cent. of whose 
funds are used, not for trade union and 
strike purposes, but for sick, unemployed, 
and superannuation purposes. No man 
can afford, out of a wage of 16s., to pay 
more than 3d. a week, and many of them 
deprive themselves of food and neces- 
saries, not to say small comforts—luxury 
rarely comes to the platelayer on the 
Great Eastern as it comes to the direc- 
tors—in order to keep up this contribu- 
tion. To ask—or compel, as I prefer to 
construe it—such men to join this pen- 
sion fund means that they would have 
to forego membership of their union, and 
abandon, perhaps, a long membership of 
their friendly society. You put obstacles 
in the way of thrift by this Bill, instead 
of encouraging it. Going from subscrip- 
tions to representation, we find that the 
fund is to be managed by four directors, 
four heads of departments, and two work- 
men delegates. I putit to the honourable 
Member for West Ham—How would he 
like such a representation on a pension 
scheme for School Board teachers? 


*Mr. GRAY: Under the same terms, I 
should be very glad to see it. 


Mr. BURNS: That does not dispose 
of the point. How would he like the 
London School Board teachers to be sub- 
jected to representation of this charac- 
ter? Ifa meeting of Stratford men were 
held in camerd, and it was understood 
that the result would not be disclosed, 
the honourable Member knows perfectly 
well that the decision of that meeting 
would override the “bogus” ballot that 
we have heard so much _ about. 
What is the objection to allowing the 
scheme to be submitted to the Registrar 
of Friendly Societies, like trade unions, 
building societies, or any other friendly 
association? I am _ satisfied that a 
Government official would object to this 
scheme on the ground of representation, 
and on other grounds, and I think the 
Registrar of Friendly Societies ought to 
have a voice in the matter. I am 
informed that he has already called atter- 
tion to it. Whether that is so or not I 
do not know: but I can assure this 
House that the workmen of this country, 
independent of politics, are not going to 
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have their thrift interfered with to the 
extent that this Bill proposes. The men 
who belong to the Hearts of Oak, the 
Oddfellows, the Foresters, and the other 
friendly societies and associations, which 
have a membership of 10 millions, are 
slowly but surely organising to put a stop 
to these compulsory and these super- 
ficially voluntary funds, and some day 
honourable Members will find out that it 
is better to look after the interests of 
their constituents than to promote the 
intimidating interests of railway com- 
panies. Where this pension fund does 
not intimidate it chloroforms, and where 
it does not chloroform it misleads. If 
Lord Claud Hamilton—who is not a Mem- 
ber of this House, and the Stratford men 
will see that he never represents them— 
were to swear till he was black in the 
face that this was a voluntary agreement 
on the part of the men I would say it 
is not true. What is more, I say this 
has been forced on the men. 


Str J. MACLURE (Lancashire, Stret- 
ford): I rise to a point of order. Has 
the honourable Member a right, in the 
presence of Lord Claud Hamilton (who 
occupied a seat under the gallery), .o 
make such an atrocious charge? 


Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem- 
ber is not out of order. He is not refer- 
ring to any Member of this House. 


Mr. BURNS: It is curious and inte- 
resting to note, Mr. Speaker, that the 
director of a railway company interrupts 
me. It only shows that one touch of 
intimidation makes the railway world 
kin. I have only this to say in conclu- 
sion: I am convinced that the House of 
Commons will one day resolve that rail- 
way companies must be kept solely to 
their legitimate business, and leave all 
their workmen a free and unfettered 
choice as regards their thrift and pen- 
sion funds. 


*Mr. J. PENN (Lewisham) : Mr. 
Speaker, I only rise to put right, if I 
possibly can, the very unfair interpreta- 
tion of this Bill by several Members on 
the other side of this House. It has 
been contended that there is compulsion 
in this Bill. Clause 11 of the 
Bill says that— 


“No rule or regulation in such new pension 
scheme or new pension supplemental scheme 
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shall make it compulsory for any servant of 
the company to become a member of the new 
pension fund or the new pension supplemental 
fund.” 


Great Eastern Railway 


There is another point that I should like 
to deal with for one minute, and that 
is the statement that the fund can be 
altered by the management. Clause 12 
puts that perfectly right, and I claim 
that nothing could be clearer than the 
language of the Bill itself, that there is 
to be no compulsion to join the pension 
funds, or that the funds can be altered 
by the management. I should like to 
deny that the Great Eastern directors 
have brought pressure to bear upon any 
of the employees in the unfair and 
extremely wrong fashion which has been 
suggested by some honourable Members 
opposite. I deny, on behalf of the Great 
Eastern Railway Company, that compul- 
sion is in any way contemplated; it is 
altogether foreign to their intention. In 
answer to the suggestion that the Bill 
does not receive the support of the Mem- 
bers of existing funds, may I be permitted 
to read a letter that was addressed this 
morning to the solicitor to the Company 
by the secretary of the delegates of the 
Great Eastern Railway Supplemental 
Fund? The letter is as follows— 
23, Keogh Road, 
“ Stratford, 9th June, 1898. 

“FE. Moore, Esq. 

“Dear Sir,—I am very sorry to read in this 
morning’s papers the opposition to the G.E 
Railway Pension Bill. I can earnestly assure 
you that we are more than satisfied with the 
Bill now before Parliament, and wish it every 
success in every way. Sir C. Dilke mentions 
about the representation on the management. 
I am pleased to say that the management in 
the past has been of a most exemplary cha- 
racter, and has met with universal approval 
from all our members. What more can one 
say? As to the Registrar of Friendly Societies, 
we having the Company’s guarantee is and 
ought to be sufficient for anyone, and having 
our contributions returned with 3 per cent. 
added on leaving the service, and in case of 
death our representatives receiving double 
—why there is no savings bank to equal it! 
Need I say the voting showing that the mem- 
bers were unanimous in favour of the Bill 
ought, I think, to be sufficient to ensure our 
representatives in the House of Commons their 
help in passing such a good and liberal Bill for 
the employees in our Company. Trusting 
that the Bill will pass with flying colours is 
the wish of all our members, 

“From yours respectfully, 
“THos. McCatiun, 
“Secretary for the Delegates, 
“G.E.R. S.P. Fund.” 
Mr. Penn 
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|I think that fairly disposes of the state- 
/ment that this scheme is antagonistic to 
the men. I shall only add further that 
the Company has no objection whatever 
to any of its servants belonging to any 
society, or to anything else outside this 
particular scheme. But the Company is 
under the impression that this scheme 
is so good that large numbers of their 
servants will probably join it in prefer- 
ence to others. That, however, is a 
question entirely in the hands of the 
employees themselves. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
have taken great interest for many years 
in similar schemes, and I should like to 
say a word or two on the subject. It 
seems to me an extraordinary thing that 
those who claim to represent the working 
classes should suppose that the great 
railway companies ought, as the honour 
able Member for Battersea says, to look 
after nothing but passengers, luggage, 
and cattle. For years we have con- 
tended in this House that large employers 
of labour ought to take a wider view of 
their duties, and we have pressed upon 
them over and over again that the true 
union between employers and employed 
could only be entered on where the 
employers take this larger view of their 
cuties. And yet it is strange that when 
they come forward—as many of these 
large companies are coming forward, 
owing to the progress of public opinion 
in this direction—with a scheme which 
will promote harmony, honourable 
Members opposite have nothing but 
abuse for it. This scheme seems to me 
to be one of the best solutions of the 
difficulty of getting capital and labour to 
work freely and harmoniously. I have 
no doubt, if successful, it will lead to 
harmony and peace; but it seems that 
there are some people still left who take 
a delight in preventing industrial peace. 
I have no hesitation in saying that this 
scheme is one of the most liberal I have 
| ever seen, 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I understand that the honourable 
Member for the Brightside Division has 
raised this question as one of principle, 
and it seems to me that, in dealing with 
this question, we on this side of the 
House are right in insisting that there 
should be fair play between both sides 











1141 Great Eastern Railway {9 June 


in the shape of the Registrar of Friendly | 
Societies being in a position to see and 
examine all the schemes brought in. It 
seems to methat my honourable Friend 
is justified in dividing the House in order 
to assert that principle. My honourable 
Friend is justified in insisting that this 
scheme is put as nearly as possible in | 
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that the men are guaranteed representa- 
tion or a voice in the administration. 


Question put— 


“That the Bill as amended be now con- 
sidered.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 269 ; Noes 
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1145 Petitions. 
LIVERPOOL AND LONDON AND GLOBE 
INSURANCE COMPANY BILL. [H.L.] 


[STAMP DUTIEs. ] 
Resolution reported— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the imposi- 
tion of the following stamp duties upon certain 
memorials under any Act of the present Ses- 
sion relating to the Liverpool and London and 
Globe Insurance Company, viz., For and upon 
the first memorial enrolled of the names of 
persons who shall be deemed held and taken 
to be trustees of the company, the sum of five 
pounds, and upon every other such memorial in 
which the name of any person shall for the 
first time be inserted as a trustee of the com- 
pany, the sum of five pounds.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Liverpool and Lon- 
don and Globe Insurance Company Bill 
[H.L.], that they have power to make 
provision therein pursuant to the said 
Resolution. 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills. 


teport to lie upon the Table, and to 


be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
CHAIRMEN OF PARISH COUNCILS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Aberdeen; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COUNTY COUNCILLORS’ (QUALIFICA- 
TION OF WOMEN) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Glasgow; to lie 
upon the Table. 


DOGS RaiGULATION BILL. 
For alteration: From Aberdeen ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 
Against State Regulation: From Lon- 
don ; to lie upon the Table. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 
In favour: From Glasgow ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


In favour: From the British Medical 
Association; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 
In favour: From Aberdeen; to lie 

upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES REGISTRATION BILL, 


In favour: From Battersea; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE 
(EXTENSION TO WOMEN) BILL. 


In favour: From Croydon ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Aberdeen; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
In favour: From Blackpool, Lichfield, 
and Kingston-upon-Hull ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RIVERS POLLUTION PREVENTION 
BILL. 
In favour: From Warwickshire ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


2Y2 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Goonbell, Newburn, 
Morpeth, Clayton-le-Moors, Battersea, 
Wirksworth, Bamber Bridge, Vauxhall, 
Diss, Wymondham, East Dereham (2), | 
Saint Day, Mount Horam, Chacewater, | 
Admineton, Crosscoombes, Hull, and | 

| 





Navenby ; to lie upon the Table. 


SCHOOL BOARD CONFERENCES 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From 
upon the Table. 


Aberdeen; to lie 


SOLICITORS’ (MAGISTRACY) BILL. 
In favour: From Aberdeen; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TEMPERANCE REFORM (FHREEFOLD 
OPTION) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
In favour: From Dunfermline; to le 
upon the Table. 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Aberdeen; to lie 


upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPOR?'S, ETC. 


POST OFFICE (PAY OF SORTERS, 
TELEGRAPHISTS, AND SORTING 
CLERKS AND TELEGRAPHISTS, ETC.) 

Return [presented 8th June] to be 
printed. [No. 230.] 


COLONIAL PROBATES ACT, 1892. 
Copy presented of Order in Council of 
the 19th May, 1898, applying the Act to 
the Island of St. Vincent [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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the 19th May, 
coinage of the British East Africa Pro- 


|South Wales Circuits [by Act]; 
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FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Copy presented of Order in Council of 
1898, regulating the 


Reports, ete. 


tectorate [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT ACTS, 
1844 to 1886. 

Copy presented of Order in Council of 
the 19th, May, 1898, extending to the 
Republic of Hayti the provisions of the 
Order in Council of 7th March, 1898, 
which gives effect to the Additional Act 
to the ferne Convention respecting Copy- 
right [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1854 

Copy presented of Order in Council of 
the 19th May, 1898, applying — section 
238 of the Act in the case of Japan [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1875. 
Copy presented of Order in Council of 


{28th July, 1893, so far as it relates to 


and 
lie 


the North 
to 


the Summer Assizes on 


upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
3RIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 
Copy presented of Statutes made by 
the governing body of Magdalen College, 
| Oxford, on Ist February, 1898, amend- 
ling the existing St 
iL 


by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 


4 . 1] = 
itutes of the College 


ye printed. [No. 231.] 


OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE). 

Copy presented of Statute made by 
the governing body of Downing College, 
Cambridge, on 26th February, 1898, 
altering Statute VI. “ Of the Fellows,” of 
the Statutes of the College [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 232.] 


UNIVERSITIES 
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WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT, 1878, 

AND WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 

(METRIC SYSTEM) ACT, 1897. 

Copy presented of two Orders in Coun- 
c.l ot the 19th May, 1898 ; (i.) approving 
new denominations of Metric Standards, 
nnd (ii.) making a Table of Metric 
iquivalents in substitution for the Table 
in Part I. of the Third Schedule to the 
Weights and Measures Act, 1878 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos, 
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LOCAL AUTHORITIES (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) (TECHNICAL EDUCATION). 


| 

| 

| Return ordered, “showing the extent 
| to which, and the manner in which, local 
jauthorities in England, Wales, and Ire- 
‘land have applied, or are applying, funds 
to the purposes of technical education 
(including science, art, technical, and 
manual instruction) during the years 
|1896-7 and 1897-8 under the following 
|Acts: Local Taxation (Customs and Ex- 
|cise) Act, 1890; Technical Instruction 
| Acts, 1889 and 1891: Welsh Inter- 
|mediate Education Act, 1889; and 
Public Libraries Acts."—{Sir John 
Gorst. ) 


2107, 2113, and 2114 [by command]; to | 


lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 
Copies presented of General Reports 
by the chief inspectors of the Western 


NEW BILL. 


WAITRESSES BILL. 

“To amend the law relating to the 
elployment of waitresses in restaurants, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Kemp, 
Mr. Drage, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 


and of the Southern Divisions of Scot- | McKenna, Mr. Davitt, and Mr. Pym ; pre- 
land for the year 1897 [by command]; |sented accordingly, and read the first 
to lie upon the Table. time; to be read a second time upon 

| Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 





244.) 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (AGRICUL- 
TURAL RETURNS). 

Copy presented of Agricultural Re- | 
turns for Great Britain, with Statistics | 
for the United Kingdom, British Posses- 
sions, and Foreign Countries for 1897 
[by command]: to lie upon the Table. 


QUEENSLAND IMMIGRATION. 

Address for “ Return relating to Immi- 
eration into Queensland, the mortality in 
the Colony, and the return to their 
native islands of Polynesian Islanders 
during the years 1886 to 1897, inclusive 
(in same form and in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper No. 148 of Session 


1895).”"—/Mr. John Ellis.) 





QUESTIONS. 


TELEGRAPHIC DELAYS IN CORK. 

Mr. SMITH-BARRY (Hunts., Hunting- 
don): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that serious 
complaints have been made as to the 
delays to telegrams received at the Cork 
office ; is he aware that Press telegrams 
frequently occupy from two to three 
hours in transmission between the Cen- 
tral Telegraph Office in London and Cork, 
and that on the 18th ultimo a Press 
message reporting éhe proceedings of 
the House of Commons was handed in in 
London at 6.5 p.m. addressed to the Cork 
papers, to which it was not delivered 
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until past 9 p.m. ; also that a short mes- 
sage of sporting news handed in at Hamil- 
ton on the same day at 6.55 p.m. was 
not delivered to the Cork Constitution 
until 9.42 p.m.; whether the bulk of 
the delay complained of takes pluce 
within the Cork office itself ; whether he 
will cause a Return to be prepared show- 
ing the time at which each message was 
received after 6 p.m. in the Cork office, 
and the time at which it was sent to the 
delivery room, and the time at which it 
was despatched by messenger to the 
addressee, such Return to apply to all 
the messages received during the week 
ended 21st ultimo; whether he is aware 
that there is an unusual proportion of 
learners, pail and unpaid, in the Cork 
office ; and, whether he will cause steps 
to be taken to reduce the delays on tele 
grams in the Cork office, and to provide 
a staff adequate to deal with the tele 
graphic work promptly and efficiently ! 


Herring Brand 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1o 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hanscry, 
Preston): Complaints such a» those to 
which the right honourable Member 
refers have been made; and Press teiz- 
grams do, in the case of long messages, 
scmetimes occupy from two to three 
kours in transmission between London 
and Cork. The delay sustained by the 
two messages to which the right honour- 
able Member more particularly refers 
was to some extent caused by the great 
pressure which existed on the 18th 
ultimo. It does not appear that the 
bulk of the delay takes place in the Cork 
office, and there is not an unusual pro- 
portion of learners in that office; it 
appears, however, that the force of the 
office requires strengthening, and pro- 
posals on the subject are under considera- 
tion. In the meantime, authority has 
been given for some addition to the 
staff. It is not possible to prepare the 
Return as suggested, but the Postmaster 
General has obtained particulars of the 
time occupied in dealing with messages 
ir. the Cork office, and he will cause such 
steps to be taken as may be possible to 
prevent avoidable delay. It must oe 
remembered, however, that, in the cas? 
of Press messages, the Department is 
called on to do so nmruch that it would not 
be reasonable to expect that they should 
be disposed of in anything like the same 
time as ordinary messages. 

Mr. Smith-Barry. 


{COMMONS} 








Fees. 


INLAND REVENUE RETIREMENTS. 
Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 
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ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether his attention has been called to 
the proposed enforced retirement before 
the age of 65 of about 20 inspectors and 
surveyors of taxes and other officers of 
the Inland Revenue; whether he is aware 
that many of these gentlemen are pevr- 
fectly fit to perform their duties, and 
desire to continue to do so until they 
reach the age of 65; whether this en- 
forced retirement is intended to facili- 
tate the promotion of younger men ; and 
whether, as this arrangement will in- 
crease the cost by £12,000 during the 
current year, and ultimately and perma- 
nently by £36,000 a year, he could state 
the advantage to the public anticipated 
from this procedure! 


Mr. HANBURY: I understand that 
the Board of Inland Revenue have fixed 
the age for retirement for all officers of 
their Department at 63 during the cur- 
rent year, and in subsequent years at 62. 
They are aware that some of their offi- 
cers are still fit to perform their duties 
at 62, or even at 65, but they must be 
guided in this matter by a general rule, 
and looking to the Department as a 
whole, they consider that the new rule 
will have the effect of materially increas- 
ing the general efficiency of the Service. 
I do not understand how the honourable 
Member’s estimate of the cost of this 
arrangement is arrived at. The resuit 
will no doubt be to increase the charge 
for superannuation, but this will be 
largely counterbalanced during the cur- 
rent year by a saving on the charge for 
salaries. The net increase will not 
exceed £2,000 in the current year; and 
this increase in connection with a salary 
list amounting to more than a million a 
year does not seem an excessive price 
to pay for the increased efficiency of the 
Service. 


HERRING BRAND FEES. 

Sirk W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate what 
total amount was received last year 9: 
account of herring brand fees, and how 
much surplus out of that amount will be 
available for expenditure by the Scottish 
Fishery Board upon fishery harbours , 
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end whether the Secretary for Scotland 
will favourably consider the great need 
for such harbours when Scotland’s equiva- 
lent grant for the £750,000 per annum 
given to Ireland is received! 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granas 
Murray, Buteshire): The total amount 
received last year from brand fees was 
£3,594, none of which, however, will be 
available for harbours, as the estimated 
cost of collecting the brand fees exceeded 
the amount received. In allocating the 
grant referred to fishery interests will 
receive consideration along with others. 


THE CORDON AT CANDIA., 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the cordon round Can- 
dia has recently been extended, and 
the regular Turkish troops allowed to 
occupy positions in advance of those 
previousiy occupied by them; whether 
this has been done in spite of the pro- 
tests of the Christian chiefs; and 
whether Sir H. Chermside has addressed 
a letter to the Christian chiefs in which 
he states that, in the event of the new 
arrangements not being accepted, the 
English troops would retire behind the 
walls of Candia, and that the two 
elements of the population would be free 
to occupy the positions which each 
judges agreeable to its interests; the 
Turks shall be at liberty to employ 
auxiliary forces ! 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Curzon, 
Lancs., Southport):I answered the first 
Question on Monday. The extension of 
the cordon was not effected in spite of 
the protests of the Christian chiefs, but 
after having been fully explained to 
them. A misunderstanding subsequently: 
took place, the chiefs being under the 
impression that the new cordon extended 
much beyond its actual limits. They 
then protested against it, whereupon Sir 
Herbert Chermside offered. if they dis- 
approved of the new arrangement, whicn 
had been devised in the common interest, 
to revert to the status quo ante. The mis- 
apprehension having been removed, the 
chiefs have sent a written acceptance of 
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the new cordon, which has so far been 
attended with great success. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman kindly answer the last 
paragraph of the Question! Did Colonel 
Chermside threaten that if his proposal 
were not accepted he would let loose the 
Turkish garrison / 


Mr. CURZON: I did answer that. I 
said the statement of Colonel Chermside 
was that if the Christian chiefs did not 
approve the new arrangement, the status 
quo ante which had been in existence for 
a year would be reverted to. 


ARREST OF HERACLES. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, on 11th May last, the servant 
of Mr. Evans, an English traveller, was 
seized by the Turks in Candia, cast into 
a filthy prison, and kept there for 43 
hours; whether Sir Herbert Chermside, 
when first appealed to, refused to procure 
the release of Mr. Evans’ servant; and 
whether Sir Herbert Chermside stated he 
was there to co-operate with the Turkish 
authorities ? 


Mr. CURZON: From the reports re- 
ceived of this incident it appears that 
the man arrested was not Mr. Evans’ 
servant, but a muleteer, whom Mr. Evans 
had induced, contrary to the regulations, 
and notwithstanding his reluctance, to 
accompany him into Candia without a 
permit. The man was detained by the 
Governor at the police office for his own 
safety, and not in prison, and was even- 
tually handed over to Sir H. Chermside, 
and by him sent back beyond the out- 
posts, as he was found to have been ak 
employee of the Sitia Government at the 
time of the massacre of Mussulmans there 
in 1897. Sir H. Chérmside did not, so 
far as we are aware, make the statement 
mentioned in the Question. He said that 
the Turkish Governor was not under his 
orders, and that his province was to 
ensure the co-operation of the local 
government in preventing disorder. 
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MEDICAL PROVISION AT THE BATTLE 
OF ATBARA. 

GeneRAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the medical department 
attached to the British brigade at the 
battle of Atbara was insufficiently pro- 
vided with chloroform or anesthetics for 
the performance of operations on the 
battle-field ; and, ifso, what was the cause 
of such an and whether a 
court of inquiry will be ordered to in- 
quire into the circumstances! 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Joun Bropricx. 
Surrey, Guildford): No, Sir. The field 
medical equipment of each regimental 
unit, bearer company, and field hospital 
of the British brigade was fully equipped 
with chloroform and anesthetics, in ac- 
cordance with the regulations, and there 
was an ample reserve at Wady Halfa. 
There is no reason to suppose that there 
was any deficiency at the battle of 
Atbara. 


omission ; 


GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
there was no light ambulance attached 
to the cavalry in Egypt, and whether the 
only way of carrying the wounded after 
the cavalry reconnaissance before the 
battle of Atbara was by tying them on 
to gun limbers ; and, if so, whether steps 
will be taken in future to have more 
attention paid to the medical arrange- 
ments! 


Mr. BRODRICK: No British cavalry 
were employed in the reconnaisance re- 
ferred to. The medical arrangements for 
the cavalry who were present rested with 
the Sirdar. 


GENERAL RUSSELL: But is it the fact 
that the wounded were tied on to the 
gun limbers? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Any Question as to 
the Egyptian Army should be addressed 
to my right honourable friend the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 


GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
the litters for the conveyance of wounded 
after the battle of Atbara were unpro- 
vided with sunshades such as are always 
attached to litters in hot climates; and, 
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if so, if he will state the cause of this. 
ouission; and whether any steps have 
been taken to ensure proper litters being 
provided for the wounded in future! 


Mr. BRODRICK: The © stretchers 
hitherto provided for the British Army 
have not been fitted with covers. A 
supply of stretchers with folding hoods is, 
as I have already stated in the House, on 
its way to Egypt. The wounded at the 
battle of Atbara were carefully placed in 
the shade, and only removed after dark. 


ENGLISH RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AND THE CONVEYANCE OF 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, Basingstoke) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention hag 
been drawn to the announcement that 
several English railway companies refuse 
to convey detachments of Volunteers to 
or from camps on any Saturday 
in July, August, or September; 
whether he is aware that this 
caused great inconvenience to 
Volunteers, many of whom have, in 
consequence, to travel on Sundays; and 
whether the Secretary of State for War 
can induce the railway companies to alter 

this rule? 


has 
the 


CotoneL Sir H. VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg at the same time to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
if all the railway companies have now 
withdrawn from the decision announced 
that they would no longer convey Volun- 
teer corps upon Saturdays to the drills 
and musketry practice undertaken with- 
out payment for the service of the coun- 
try; and, in the contrary case, if the 
Secretary of State will consider, in con 
junction with the First Lord of the 
Admiralty and the Postmaster General, 
the desirability of diverting from any 
such company the public moneys hereto- 
fore paid for the conveyance of troops, 
sailors, marines, guns, stores, and mails ; 
and, further, have inserted in railway 
Bills for new or extended powers provi- 
sions against an exercise of power preju- 
dicial to the public interest ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: The attention of the 
Secretary of State for War was drawn to 
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the announcement, and in consequence a 
communication was addressed to the rail- 
way companies. Several of the com- 
panies have withdrawn from their deci- 
sion; one company—the South Eastern 
—has made its withdrawal subject to the 
condition that no Volunteers are to be 
conveyed on the Saturday preceding the 
Bank Holiday in August ; no official reply 
has yet been received from the Great 
Western Railway or the London and 
North Western. The War Office would 
regard the maintenance of the decision 
by these companies as seriously interfer- 
ing with the efficiency of the Volunteers. 


ROBBERIES IN THE EUSTON ROAD. 

Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been drawn to the fact that a gentle 
man was robbed and assaulted in the 
Euston Road in broad daylight on 27th 
May; whether he is aware that the 
Vestry of St. Pancras have applied for 
extra police protection for the district ; 
and whether steps have been taken to 
comply with the request ! 


Tuz SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
tipLEY, Lancashire, Blackpool): Yes, my 
attention has been drawn to this robbery, 
which appears, however, to have been 
effected with little violence. An appli- 
cation for increased police protection was 
received some months ago from the 
vestry, but after full inquiry into the 
condition of the parish. I felt unable to 
accede to it. Crime and disorderly con 
duct in the streets have much decreased 
of late years, and the district does not 
compare unfavourably in these respects 
with other districts of a similar character 
in the Metropolis. 


FEES FOR CERTIFICATES OF BIRTHS 
AND DEATHS. 

Mr. AIRD (Paddington, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, seeing that under the Friendly 
Societies Acts certificates of births and 
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deaths are obtainable on application at 
the cost of 1s. (instead of 3s. 7d.), similar 
privileges can be afforded to dependants 
of fatally injured workmen claiming com- 
pensation under the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act, 1897, in cases where evidence 
may be required as to deaths, marriages, 
or births of children ! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: The fees 
for certificates of birth, marriage, and 
death are fixed by Statute, and to give 
efiect to the honourable Member’s pro- 
posal would require legislation. I am 
afraid I am not in a position to under- 
take to introduce a Bill—at all events, 
without further consideration. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION AND THE 
ESTATE DUTY. 

Mr. AIRD: I beg to ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether or not the 
compensation awarded to the dependants 
of a fatally injured workman, under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, is 
liable to estate duty; and, where no 
other property is left, will it be necessary 
that probate or letters of administration 
should be taken out? 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bzacu, Bristol, 
W.): The Board of Inland Revenue do 
not regard money awarded as compensa- 
tion to the representatives of a deceased 
workman under the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act, 1897, as passing on his death 
for the purposes of estate duty. So far 
as they are concerned, it will not be 
necessary that probate or letters of ad- 
ministration should be taken out where 
the deceased has left no other property. 


LOANS TO LOCAL AUTHORITIES. 

Mr. RANKIN (Herefordshire, Leomin- 
ster): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether, in 
view of the legislation of last year (6% 
and 61 Vic., c. 29), by which the time 
of repayment of loans contracted by local 
focr law authorities was extended to a 
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term not exceeding 60 years, the Govern- 
ment have any intention of conferring 
similar advantages on county councils 
and other local authorities? 


THz PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
un, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : I do not find 
that any representations have been 
received, either from county councils or 
other local authorities, showing that there 
is any general desire for an extension of 
the period jor the repayment of loans 
contracted by them. If any such repre- 
sentations are made they will receive 
my consideration. 


NAVAL AND MILITARY PENSIONS. 

Mr. JEFFREYS: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he is aware that men who have 
served in the Army and then joined the 
Navy or Marines are allowed to count 
their military service towards the pen- 
sion they receive on retiring from the 
Navy or Marines ; whether men who have 
served in the Navy or Marines and then 
joined the Army are not allowed to count 
their former service towards a pension 
on retirement from the Army; and what 
reason is there for making such a differ 
ence in the pension regulations of the 
two Services? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr.  Powsgtu 
Wituams, Birmingham, S.): Army ser 
vice does not reckon towards naval pen- 
sion except in the case of men who joined 
the Navy before Ist January, 1885. Sem 
vice in the Navy or Roval Marines, in the 
case of men who joined the Army before 
Ist October, 1880, wholely, and in other 
cases up to a limit of four years, reckons 
towards Army pension. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: Will the honourable 
Gentleman answer the last paragraph 
and say what is the reason for making a 
difference in the pension regulations of 
the two Services? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: There is 
little difference, as iny honourable Friend 
sees, in the regulations as they apply to 
the two Services. It is not desirable to 
encourage men who have served a com 


Mr. Rankin. 
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siderable time in the Navy to join the 
Army, because they are then at an unde 
sirable age. Furthermore, the pensions 
of men who have served a considerable 
time in the Navy would be charged on 
the Army Vote, and it is not reasonable 
that this should be so when a man has 
served a large portion of his time in the 
Navy. 


THE CUSTOMS AND THE CREW OF 
H.M.S. ORLANDO. 

ApmirAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) : 
I beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he will cause inquiry to 
be made of the Customs authorities as 
to why the seamen recently paid off at 
Portsmouth from H.M.S. Orlando, on her 
return irom the Australian station, were 
subjected to the delay of having their 
bags and kits publicly searched on the 
railway station platform when about to 
proceed on leave with passes to their 
homes, instead of its being carried out 
in the dockyard, where the men could 
have been paraded for. the purpose 
abreast of their ship if so desired; and 
whether he will give instructions which 
shall prevent the men of the Fleet who 
have been serving their country abroad 
from being subjected to such treatment 
in future? 


Tor CHANCELLOR or tae EX- 
CHEQUER: Inquiries have been made 
through the Board of Customs into the 
circumstances attending the examination 
of the baggage of the seamen of H.M.S. 
Orlando on the recent occasion of their 
being paid off at Portsmouth, from which 
it appears that none of the bags and 
kits belonging to these seamen were pub- 
licly searched on the railway station plat- 
form, but that the examination took place 
on board or alongside of the vessel in 
the dockvard. About 30 small hand 
packages were examined at the railway 
station, but this examination was not 
made publicly on the platform, but, as 
usual, in one of the waiting-rooms, which 
the Customs authorities of the port have 
permission to use for such purposes. No 
delay was caused by this slight examina- 
tion at the railway station. 
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ApmiraL FIELD: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether the 
Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty 
will make a representation to the Cus- 
toms authorities with a view to the dis- 
continuance by them of the system 
recently adopted of searching the bags 
end kits of seamen, on paying off from 
any of Her Majesty’s ships, on the public 
platforms of railway stations; whether 
the Lords Commissioners of the Admi- 
ralty will point out that such treatment 
is deeply resented by man-of-war’s men, 
and whether their Lordships will offer to 
give instructions to facilitate all neces- 
sary searching of luggage in the dock- 
yards or on board the ships of war, so 
as to avoid this exercise of authority 
under the existing law; and whether 
their Lordships are aware that the sea- 
men recently paid off from the flagship 
Orlando were thus treated on arrival 
at the railway station to proceed by 
train to their homes from Portsmouth, 
although the search could have been 
better carried out on the dockyard jetty? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I think the reply just 
given by my right honourable Friend 
practically answers this Question also. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION IN 


LANCASHIRE. 
Mr. RUTHERFORD — (Lancashire, 
Darwen): I beg to ask the Presi- 


dent of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that the boroughs 
within the administrative county of Lan- 
cashire do not receive by 53 per cent. 
their rateable proportion of the money 
under the Local Taxation (Customs and 
Excise) Act, 1890, devoted to technical 
instruction from the Lancashire County 
Council ; and whether he will take steps 
to ensure that all boroughs within coun- 
ties are paid or credited with their proper 
shares of the grant in proportion to their 
rateable values in accordance with the 
Act? 


Tuk PRESIDENT or rus LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I am aware 
that it has been stated that if the grant 
received by the county council for tech- 
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nical instruction is distributed on the 
basis of rateable value, the proportion 
to be received by the boroughs will be 
increased. I am advised that the Act 
does not require that it should be dis- 
tributed according to rateable value, and 
that the basis of distribution rests with 
the county council. The subject of the 
allocation of the grant is under the con- 
sideration of the Technical Instruction 
Committee of the county council, and it 
is 2 matter on which I have no power to 
give instructions or to take any action. 


KHYBER PASS. 

Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state 
what is the estimated cost of the recon- 
struction of the forts in the Khyber Pass, 
and what is the probable cost of the pro- 
posed construction of fortified posts in 
the Lundi Kotal, at the western extre- 
mity of the Pass, together with the pro- 
posed strengthening of Kila Drash, on 
the Chitral Road; and whether this 
renewed permanent outlay beyond the 
frontier of Her Majesty’s Indian Posses- 
sions is in accordance with the dispatches 
of the Government of India laid before 
Parliament in February last? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Nothing has yet been settled as 
to the reconstruction of the fortified 
posts in the Khyber or the post at Kila 
Drash. Any necessary outlay on these 
posts would not be inconsistent with the 
policy laid down in my dispatch of the 
28th January last. 


MILITARY STORES FOR INDIA. 

Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether, 
in cases where, at the instance of the 
War Office or any other British autho- 
rities, ordnance or any other military 
stores that may have been superseded or 
become obsolete in the use of the British 
army have been transferred or supplied 
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to the Indian armies, the Director Gene- 
ral of Stores at the India Office has full 
discretion as to accepting or taking over 
such disused discarded 
whether the auditor of the accounts of 
the Secretary of State in Council has full 
opportunity of testing the valuation at 
which such disused British stores are 
taken over for issue to the Indian 
armies; and whether the auditor at the 
India Office in his Annual Report to 
Parliament specifies any irregularities 
which may arise in connection with the 
taking over of such stores charged to the 
Indian Government? 


or stores 5 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: In cases such as_ are 
described in the first clause of the 
honourable Member’s Question the 


Secretary of State for India in Council 
has a complete discretion as to accept 


ing or refusing disused stores. 
The Director General of Stores is 
his officer, and, as a rule, his repre 


sentative in matters of this kind. 
The auditor has, to guide him in testing 


the valuation of such stores, all the 
papers at the disposal of the India 
Office; he cannot have access to any 


other papers except by the permission of 
the head of the department to which 
they belong. He invariably draws atten- 
tion, in his annual Report, to any irregu- 


larities in this or in other matters 
which he mav have noticed. 
BRITISH RESIDENT AT THE NIZAM’S 


COURT. 

Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
will state for what length of time the 
present British Resident at the Court of 
His Highness the Nizam, Mr. Plowden, 
has held that post; at what date will 
his tenure of office terminate; whether 
last year the relations between the Resi- 
dency and the Nizam were strained; 
whether any of the recent orders relating 
thereto, presented bv the Government of 
India, will be presented to Parliament ; 
and whether a copy of the Resolution, 
recently presented by the Council of the 
Umras, appointed bv the Nizam in Octo- 


Mr. J. H. Roberts. 
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ber, 1897, relating tc the Report by the 
local Comptroller General on the finances 
of the Hyderabad States, will be shortly 
laid before Parliament? 


Tne SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The present Resident was 
appointed to his post in March, 18992, 
and, subject to the pleasure of the 
Governor-General, may continue to hold 
it until, under the rules, he retires from 
the service. In the interest of the public 
service I do not think it advisable to 
make any statement as to the relations 
between British Residents and _ the 
Native Princes with whom they have to 
deal, nor do I propose to present any 
papers on the affairs of Hyderabad. 


KENTISH VOLUNTEERS AT 


SHORNCLIFFE. 
Mr. HARDY (Kent, Ashford): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary cf 


State for War whether three battalions 
of Volunteers, namely, the Ist Cinque 
Ports Rifles and the Ist and 2nd East 
Kent Battalions, were recently encamped 
in brigade at Shorncliffe; whether any 
brigadier of either the regular or 
auxiliary forces was appointed to com- 
mand these battalions; whether they 
were during the whole period of their 
training given any opportunities of being 
exercised in brigade or allowed to take 
any share in any garrison duties, or 
visited even by any member of the garri 
son staff ; whether he is aware that these 
battalions, even in the recent very wet 
and stormy weather, though encamped 
on Government land, were strictly for- 
bidden to dig any trenches round their 
tents; and whether, with a view to the 
efficiency of the Volunteer Force, he will 
take steps to prevent such treatment of 
Volunteers in future? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The three Volunteer 
battalions referred to were encamped at 
Shorncliffe from the 27th May to the 
4th June. They were encamped with the 
regular forces, and were under the ten- 
porary command of the senior officer 
present, owing to the death of Major- 
General Wood, who commanded at Shorn- 
cliffe. They could have been exercised 
in brigade at any time by the senior 
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officer present ; the General Officer cone 
manding, however, reports that, for ap- 
parently sufficient reasons, they specially 
wished to be exercised in regimental 
rather than brigade work this year. The 
battalions were visited by the General 
Officer commanding the South Eastern 
District, who also inspected one of the 
battalions, by the officer commanding 
the 3rd Regimental District, who in- 
spected them, by the officer commanding 
the troops at Shorncliffe, and by his 
Brigade Major. It is not the custom to 
allow trenches to be dug round tents 
except in very severe weather. 


ARMY ORDNANCE IN EGYPT. 

Mr. PAULTON (Durham, sishop 
Auckland): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the 12.5 
quick-firing Maxim field cuns supplied to 
the Egyptian Army have proved satis- 
factory ; whether both the German and 
the French Field Artillery are exten 
sively armed with quick-firing guns; 
and whether our Field Artillery has any 
such armament whatever? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The 123 pr. B.L. 
gun referred to is not a quick-firer. A 
report on the gun has been received from 
the Sirdar, but the trials, though they are 
believed to be satisfactory, have not 
been sufficient to establish its character. 
It is reported that the German and 
French Field Artillery are being armed 
with quick-firing guns, but there is no 
absolutely reliable information concern- 
ing their efficiency. No pains are being 
spared to supply our Field Artillery with 
a quick-firing gun. 


EXEMPTION OF THE NAVY FROM 
LIGHT DUES. 

Sim J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, 
Stretford): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether 
it is proposed that all the steamers and 
ships of Her Majesty’s Navy, under the 
provisions of the Mercantile Marine Fund 
Bill, are to be entirely excused from light 
dues, and the whole of the costs and 
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charges of the maintenance of lights and 
lighthouses to be thrown on the Mercan- 
tile Marine? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE: The position of Her Majesty's 
ships under the Bill will be exactly what 
it is at present—namely, that they will 
be exempt from payment. No additional 
burden in that respect is thrown on the 
Mercantile Marine by the Bill, which, 
on the other hand, confers relief from 
certain payments now chargeable. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Does the Bill not also impose certain 
other payments? 


Tua PRESIDENT or toe BOARD oF 
TRADE: Yes, Sir; but even then the 
balance is largely in favour of the Mer- 
cantile Marine. 


THE LEISLIP NATIONAL SCHOOL- 
MISTRESS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the suit of 
O’Sullivan v. Hunt, tried before the 
Lord Chief Baron and a special jury at 
Dublin on the 20th ult., in which the 
plaintiff, who was head mistress of the 
Leislip National School for 28 years, 
vot a verdict of £221 10s. for wrongful 
dismissal and slander against the Very 
Reverend Canon Hunt, P.P., manager 
of the said school ; is he aware that Mrs. 
O'Sullivan was dismissed at a moment’s 
notice without any justifiable complaint 
against her as a teacher, and thus deprived 
of her means of living and the opportu- 
nity of completing the three years’ time 
qualification to entitle her to the maxi- 
mum retiring pension ; whether, in view 
of the very high certificates as a teacher 
which Mrs. O’Sullivan holds and all the 
circumstances of the case, he will see 
that the Board of National Education 
will allow her the full pension to which, 
but for this illegal dismissal, she would 
haye become entitled in a few years ; 
whether under the rules of the Board of 
National Education in Ireland managers 
have this power of dismissing teachers 
without any right of appeal; if so, 
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whether he proposes to make any change 
in the system for the protection of 


teachers against the exercise of that 
power? 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY to tue 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, Central): 


My attention has been directed to a 
report of the proceedings in the case 
mentioned in the first paragraph. The 
teacher was dismissed by the local man- 
ager in pursuance of Rule 99 (b) of the 
Regulations of the Commissioners vf 
National Education, which provides that 
the local manager is the person who is 
charged with the direct government of 
the school and the appointment and 
removal of teachers. The official 
agreement executed in this case gave 
the manager absolute power to deter- 
mine the employment of the teacher at 
any time without previous notice to the 
teacher, but in every such case he was 
bound to pay to the teacher three 
months’ salary. The mamager was also 
empowered to determine the employment 
without previous notice for misconduct 
or other sufficient reason, in which case 
the teacher would not be entitled to 
any compensation. The Commissioners 
could not continue grants to the teacher 
after her discontinuance of school duty, 
and, considering her age, should she not 
find reemployment as a_ recognised 
National teacher, she could not claim 
the maximum pension. It is understood 
from a letter to the Press, signed by the 
Roman Catholic Archbishop of Dublin, 
though there is no official information 
on the subject, that Mrs. O'Sullivan will 
be reinstated in the position of teacher. 
The amount of the pension which she 
could now claim would be £20 12s. &d. 
a year, whereas if she be reinstated as 
teacher, either at Leislip or other National 
school, she would be in a position to 
qualify for the maximum pension of £35 
a year. As regards the last paragraph 
of the Question, | am informed that in 
1895 the Commissioners deemed it de- 
sirable to afford managers and teachers 
who might desire it a means of appeal 
to a third party, so as to guard more 
effectively against the possibility of in- 
considerate action on the part of teachers 
or managers, and accordingly new forms 
of agreement were introduced providing 
for the appointment of a referee, without 
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whose consent in writing a teacher cannot 
be dismissed. I have no power to make 
any change such as suggested in the 
concluding paragraph. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that since 
this case was decided there have arisen 
several other cases of dismissal without 
right of appeal to any authority? Will 
he get Parliamentary power to protect 


teachers against the exercise of this 
arbitrary power? 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 


honourable Member means will I intro- 
duce a Bill on the subject, my reply is 
that I am not prepared to do that; any 
alteration of the rule should be initiated 
by the Commissioners themselves. 


MONTSERRAT RIOTS. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he can 
give any information concerning the 
recent riots in Montserrat ; whether the 
rioters dangerously injured Commis- 
sioner Baynes and the Inspector of 
Police, and stoned the blue-jackets who 
were landed to check the disorder: 
whether some of the rioters were shot 
and some 40 arrests made; whether he 
has any information regarding the con- 
dition of the labourers in Antigua now 
crop is over, by reason of the dearth of 
provisions owing to the bad season and 
lack of means to leave the island; and 
whether he can now intimate the ap- 
proximate date when the Government 
proposals for West Indian relief will be 
disclosed ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): The disturbance referred 
to arose out of the seizure of an illicit 
still and proceedings for the arrest of 
the distillers. The arrest was resisted 
by a crowd armed with stones and sticks, 
who severely injured the Commissioner, 
Mr. Baynes, and the Inspector-General 
of Police. Blue-jackets were landed the 
following day; they were not, accord- 
ing to the reports received, stoned ; their 
arrival restored order. Four of the 
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rioters were shot, none fatally as at 
present reported. About 76 persons 
accused of taking part in the riots have 
been sent to Antigua for trial. I have 
no recent information as to the condition 
of the labourers in Antigua, or of any 
dearth of provisions owing to a bad 
season. I am unable to say when I 
shall be in a position to make any 
further statement of proposed measures 
of relief. 


THE QUEEN vy. HARRIGAN. 

Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland why, in the case 
of the Queen v. Thomas and Patrick 
Harrigan, at Askeaton Petty Sessions on 
10th May, the charge in the summons 
was altered on the morning of hearing 
by District Inspector Webster from that 
of unlawful assault and wounding to that 
of common assault, and why the medical 
certificate was withheld from the magis- 
trates ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have not 
yet completed my inquiries in reference 
to this matter, and will ask the honour 
able Member to repeat the Question 
to-morrow. 


WOUNDED OFFICERS IN THE SOUDAN 
CAMPAIGN. 

GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether complaints have reached him 
that the medical arrangements for the 
reception of the wounded British officers 
at Cairo after the recent campaign were 
insufficient and unsatisfactory; that 
seven wounded officers were put into one 
small ward, and that the nursing staff 
was entirely inadequate; and whether 
the Government will order a searching 
inquiry to be made into this matter? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The ward in the 
Citadel Hospital, Cairo, in which the 
seven wounded officers were placed is 
large and lofty, and the cubic space and 
superficial area ample. The nursing staff 
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consisted of five female nurses and over 
sixty men of the Medical Staff Corps, all 
of whom are trained as nurses. Every 
attention is being paid to the men 
wounded in the recent action. 


GENERAL RUSSELL: Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that there 
was only one female nurse told off to 
attend to the officers? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think my honour- 
able and gallant Friend is in error. 
What happened was that the superin- 
tendent nurse desired to wait on the 
wounded officers herself, and for that 
reason the wounded officers got the ides 
that there was only one nurse able to 
attend upon them. 


GenERAL RUSSELL: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman answer the last 
paragraph of the Question! 


Mr. BRODRICK: No inquiry is 
needed. The staff of nurses is ample. 
There is no suggestion at all of anr 
inattention. 


RONTGEN RAYS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether no apparatus for the application 
of the Réntgen rays was carried with the 
field army during the recent opera 
tions in Egypt; whether there is 
every reason to believe that some 
lives of wounded officers and men 
might have been saved had _ these 
appliances been available; and whether 
in future the Government will take steps 
to prevent any question of economy in 
transport interfering with every precau- 
tion being taken to save valuable lives? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Réntgen ray 
apparatus, which is a very recent inven- 
tion, is very difficult to adapt for field 
service, and was not carried with the 
field army in the recent operations. 
From the Returns, the medical authori- 
ties do not consider there was a single 
case in which life could have been saved 
by the use of the apparatus. Two sets 
are now in Egypt, and one more will be 



















































1171 Bounties in 


sent out shortly. Two have been adapted 
as far as possible for field service, and 
one is for use in the base hospital. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): Seeing that 400 men were 
wounded by bullets, would not the 
apparatus have been most useful in 


locating the bullets? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The senior medical 
officer has gone carefully into the cases, 
and has been unable to trace any single 
case in which the apparatus would have 
been specially useful, or in which it is 
clear that an operation would have been 
carried out more successfully by the use 
of the rays. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD STAFF. 
Mr. ASCROFT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, in view of the fact that he 
stated at Lincoln on 7th January last 
that the staff of the Local Government 
Board, which then numbered 467 officers, 
was to be immediately increased to 572, 
whether these extra 105 officers have 
been appointed; and, if not, how many 
of them, and whether those appointed 
have been taken from other branches of 
the Civil Service; and whether any 
opportunity has been offered to expe 
rienced municipal and poor law officials 
to qualify for any of the extra 105 vacant 
if not, whether there is any objec- 
tion to such a course being adopted! 


posts : 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: The arrange 
ments referred to have already been 
made, with the exception of two appoint- 
ments of professional officers. The addi- 
tions to the clerical staff have consisted of 
persons assigned to the Department by 
the Civil Service Commissioners, in 
accordance with the regulations which 
govern the Civil Service, and they have 
been almost exclusively second division 
clerks assistant clerks. Additions 
have been made the staff of 
clerks to auditors, who are appointed by 
the auditors themselves. There have 
been other appointments, some of which 
were temporary, of professional officers, 


Mr. Brodrick. 


or 


also to 


{ COMMONS} 








British Colonies. 1172 
such as engineering inspectors and 
auditors, and in connection with the 


appointments every effort has been made 
to secure the of persons who 
have had the experience which qualified 
them for the position. 


services 


Mr. ASCKOFT: I ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether, in order to overtake the arrears 
of work in his Department, 12 Second 
Division clerks have been appointed ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
Sir Hugh Owen has intimated that it 
will take these clerks upwards of 12 
months to clear off the arrears, and in 
view of the great importance of the 
matter to municipal and poor law 
authorities, he will undertake to provide 
additional and more competent officers, 
so as to lessen the period of delay ! 


be fr” to 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I do not think 
that the question quite accurately repre 
sents the statement in the Report of the 
Committee. By means of the additional 
staff which has been assigned to the 
Board, in some of the Departments where 
the arrears had occurred the arrears have 
already been cleared off, and in the 
others great progress has been made, 
notwithstanding the continued increase in 
the work of the office. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he can _ state the amount 
expended in Naval Works during the 
five years from 1892 to 1897 in Englaad, 
Scotland, and Ireland, respectively? 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. A. CHamBer.ain, Worcester- 
shire, E.): 1 am unable to say, as the 
accounts are not kept in such a form as 
to enable the distinction to be drawn. 


BOUNTIES IN BRITISH COLONIES. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Roscommon, N.): l 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether any British colonies 
pay bounties on the export of agricultural 
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produce ; and, if so, what are the names 
of the colonies and what are the products 
on which bounties are paid; and whether 
Her Majesty’s Government will invite a 
conference with the representatives of the 
bounty-paying colonies, with a view to 
putting an end to this unfair competition 
with British and Irish agriculture! 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: I must refer the 
honourable Member to the Parliamentary 
Paper of 1896, C.7960, which gives full 
information up to that date. There 
appears to have been little subsequent 
legislation in the colonies affecting the 
subject. The matter is essentially one 
for the consideration of the colonial 
legislatures, and Her Majesty’s Goveri- 
ment see no sufficient reason to propose 
a conference on the subject. 


WORKING MEN’S TRAINS. 

Mr. WOODS (Walthamstow): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board cf 
Trade whether he received a memorial 
on the 15th day of June, 1896, under 
the provisions of the Cheap Trains Act, 
1883, signed by 1,000 working men, 
chiefly engaged in the Post Office 
and the London markets, praying for an 
early service of workmen’s trains on the 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Rail- 
way between Croydon and London Bridge 
and Victoria Stations ; and whether the 
Board of Trade will exercise’ the 
powers conferred upon them by the 
Cheap Trains Act of 1883 to compel the 
railway company in question to provide 
the necessary service of workmen’s 
trains? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tun BOARD oF 
TRADE: The Board of Trade received 
the memorial referred to; it was trans- 
mitted by a Mr. Farrell, and the Board 
communicated from time to time with 
that gentleman upon it. In the course 
of the negotiations the memorial for a 
workmen’s train was withdrawn, and a 
request for an ordinary train to arrive 
at London Bridge before 5 a.m. was 
substituted. The request was submitted 
to the company, who regretted that they 
were unable to comply with it, because 


VOL. LVIII. 


[Fourtu Series. 


{9 Jung 1898} 





Church School. 1174 


it would involve the very serious 
additional expense of having to keep the 
station and intermediate stations open 
all night, and necessitate the employ- 
ment of additional hands. I am always 
ready to use the powers of the Cheap 
Trains Act, and if the Board of Trade 
are supplied with evidence that the 
prayer of the memorial for a workmen’s 
train is revived, and that the memorialists 
would be represented at an inquiry, I 
shall be glad to adopt that procedure in 
order that the Department may come to 
a fair conclusion, on the merits of the 
case. 


Mr. WOODS: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
there are no workmen’s trains running 
between Bromley (Kent) and London; 
Bromley is cnly 10? miles from London, 
and the cheapest fare for workmen is 
lls. per week ; and whether he will com- 
municate with the London, Chatham, and 
Dover and the South Eastern Railway 
Companies with a view to workmen’s 
trains being run between Bromley and 
London? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE: I shall be happy to communi- 
cate with these Railway Companies, but 
before I do so the Board of Trade should 
be supplied with information indicating 
the times at which the workmen desire the 
trains to leave Bromley, and the number 
of men who are likely to avail themselves 
of the service. 


UCKFIELD PARISH CHURCH SCHOOL. 
Mr. WOODS: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether he is aware that 
the managers of the Parish Church School 
at Uckfield, in East Sussex (a school 
which has been declared free under the 
Assisted Education Act of 1891), are now 
charging fees to children from the work- 
house who are attending the above school - 
and whether the Education Department 
has sanctioned the charging of fees for 
children attending from the workhouss ; 
and, if so, whether the Department will 
consider their action in the matter, and 
22, 





1175 Factory Inspectors’ 
allow these children to receive the same 
free education as is given to over four 
millions of day scholars in England and 


Wales? 


Tue VICE - PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL ror EDUCATION (Sir Jonny 
Gorst, Cambridge University): The 
answer to paragraph one is in the affirma- 
tive. These fees were sanctioned by the 
Education Department. The Depart- 
ment are not prepared to throw the 
burden of providing free education for 
workhouse children upon the parish in 
which the workhouse happens to be situ- 
ated, as the euardians have power, and 
are under obligation, to provide educa 
tion for the children under their care. 


THE UNITED STATES AND SPAIN. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Sir Julian 
Pauncefote asked President M’‘Kinley 
what terms of peace the United States 
would grant Spain; and, if so, whether 
by the instruction of the British Govern- 
ment or on his own initiative? 


Mr. CURZON: The answer to tha 
Question is in the negative. 


LEAD POISONING. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the Homa 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to a prosecution at Dukin- 
field Police Court, on 26th May, in which 
&@ company was fined £3 for failing to 
provide a bath for workpeople, the 
Government Inspector stating that over 
a dozen cases of lead poisoning had 
eccurred among their workpeople; and 
whether, in view of the inadequacy of the 
penalty, and of other cases in which in- 
adequate penalties have been inflicted 
for breaches of the Factory Acts, he will 
consider the advisability of addressing a 
circular letter on the subject to the 
magistrates? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tr 
HOME DEPARTMENT: My attention 
Mr. Woods. 
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has been called to this case. The penalty 
appears certainly to be a siaall one, but 
in view of the strong remarks reported to 
have been made by the Chairman, I trust 
it may not prove inadequate to secure 
obedience to the rules. While I regret 
the inadequacy of the penalties some- 
times inflicted in cases under the Factory 
Acts, I fear that I cannot properly issue 
such acircular as the honourable Member 
suggests. In individual I have 
sometimes thought it my duty to express 
my opinion somewhat decidedly. 


Reports. 


cases 


SCOTCH POOR-HOUSE COMBINATIONS. 

Sm R. REID (Dumfries Burghs): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether, 
under the existing law, it is competent 
to dissolve a poor-house combination and 
sell the poor-house in cases where all or 
the majority of those concerned desire 
it; and if it is not possible under exist- 
ing law, if he will consider the propriety 
of providing for such cases in the Bill 
now before the House? 


Toe LORD ADVOCATE; Under the 
existing law there is no power to dissolve 
a poor-house combination, and even as- 
suming the propriety of such dissolution, 
it seems to be outside the scope of the 
Bill in question, which deals with settle- 
ment and removal only. 


FACTORY INSPECTORS’ REPORTS. 

Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick and 
Leamington): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he is in a position to lay upon 
the Table the Report of Miss Patterson 
and Miss Deane, referred to in his answer 
to a deputation on 19th May? 


Tne SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: It is con- 


trary to all practice to publish depart- 
mental reports of this character. They 
must necessarily contain information and 
observations about individual firms of 4 
confidential character, and their object 
would be frustrated if they were habitu 
ally made public. 
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Railway between 


Sir C. DILKE (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean): Would it not be possible to 
publish the general portions of the 
reports and extracts without giving the 
confidential parts ! 

Tus SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: I shall be 
prepared to consider if that can be done, 
but I do not personally think it a satis- 
factory way of dealing with the matter. 


MANCHESTER POSTMEN’S 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
deg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
what is the reason for refusing to pay 
Manchester postmen overtime worked on 
Sunday, 2nd January? And is he aware 
that the usual time worked and paid for 
m Sundays in the city is three hours, but 
that on this day several men worked 
three hours and fifty minutes; that in 
the district four hours are usually worked 
and paid for, but that on the particular 
day (2nd January) many men worked for 
half-hours and and a-half hours 
longer, and were refused payment of the 
that in the south-west district six 
men not on duty in the ordinary course 
were sent for and directed to assist with 
the heavier walks; and that, although 
they have claimed for the overtime 
worked (viz., from two to three hours), 
they have been unable, up to the pre 
sent, to get any pay whatever for the 


extra time worked? 


one 


Same 5 


Mr. HANBURY: Attendance by the 
Manchester postmen on Sundays is paid 
for, not according to the actual time occu- 
pied on any particular Sunday, but 
according to the average time occupied 
on Sundays. On Sunday, the 26th De 
cember, however, being the day after 
Christmas, exceptional payment was 
made in consideration of the heavy 
Christmas work, but it did not appear 
tight to extend this privilege to Sunday, 
tae 2nd January. Inquiry shall be made 
into the other details mentioned by the 
honourable Member. There is no infor- 
mation in London on the subject. 
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RUSSIAN AGREEMENT WITH CHINA. 


Mr. J. WALTON (Yorks., W.R., Barns- 
ley): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
Russo-Chinese Agreement prohibits the 
entrance of British men-of-war into Port 
Arthur and Talienwan ; if so, what steps 
have been taken by Her Majesty’s 
Government to uphold British rights, 
expressly given under the Treaty of 
Tien-tsin, which are thus violated? And 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will 
continue to send British men-of-war to 
Port Arthur as heretofore! 


Mr. CURZON: We are not in posses- 
sion of the text of the Russo-Chinese 
Agreement. But, according to the state- 
ment of Count Mouravieff, in the con- 
cluding dispatch of the recent China 
papers, Russia intends to maintain the 
rights of the sovereignty of China over 
Port Arthur and Talienwan, and to 
respect the Treaties existing between that 
Empire and other States. Count Moura- 
vieff further stated that respect for the 
sovereign rights of China implied the 
scrupulous maintenance of the status quo 
existing before the lease of those ports ; 
and that the facility of entry for foreign 
men-of-war and merchant ships, in cer- 
tain cases provided for by the Treaties, 
even into the closed ports of China, 
would be assured to them by the new 
regulations. It follows from this, he 
went on to say, that Port Arthur will be 
open to English ships on the same condi- 
tions as it always has been. In these 
circumstances Her Majesty’s Government 
have addressed an inquiry to the Russian 
Government as to the exact terms of the 
Agreement. British ships of war will 
continue to avail themselves of the Treaty 
rights of access to all ports in China 
whenever the interests of Her Majesty’s 
Government may render it desirable. 


RAILWAY BETWEEN PEKIN AND 
HANKOW. 

Mr. LEWIS (Flint Burghs): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, after repeated 
applications made by British engineers 
and capitalists for permission to build a 
railway between Pekin and Hankow, a 
concession for the making of the railway 
2Z2 
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was granted two years ago on condition 
that Chinese capital and native labour 
only should be employed in its construc- 
tion ; whether a concession has now beeu 
granted by the Chinese Government for 
the making of a railway between Pekin 
and Hankow under Russian supervision 
and with capital ostensibly provided by 
the Russo-Chinese Bank, which supplied 
the capital for the building of the Maa. 
churian Railway; whether the . Russo- 
Chinese Bank is the property of 
Russian Government or a private enter- 
prise; whether the construction of this 
railway will enable the Russian Govern- 
ment to carry troops to the valley of 
the Yang-tsze; and what steps the 
Government are taking, in view of these 
circumstances, for the protection of 
British trading interests in the valley of 
the Yang-tsze! 


the 


Mr. CURZON: The 
tained in the first paragraph of the 
honourable Member’s Question are noi 
borne out by the information in our 
pessession. I believe that the 
MHankow-Pekin line has excited the in- 
terest of some British capitalists, I am 
not aware that any bond-fide British 
proposal has ever been submitted to the 
Chinese Government for its construction, 
The concession granted to the Belgian 
Syndicate in 1897 did not contain the 
condition referred to, but, on the contrary, 
provided for the employment of foreign 
as well as of Chinese capital and labour. 
The Chinese Government state that the 
syndicate will still carry out the original 
agreement, and that the control remains 
with the Chinese Director General of 
Railways. The Russo-Chinese Bank, so 
far as Her Majesty's Government are 
aware, is & private enterprise, but it is 
in closo connection with the Russian 
Government. It will be a long time 
before the Pekin-Hankow line, if ever 
constructed, will reach the Yang-tsze 
Valley, and it is perhaps premature to 
answer the last two Questions of the 
honourable Member. But I may point 
out to him that the sending of Russian 
troops into the Yang-tsze Valley by a 
railway or unless with the 
assent of China, would be an act of war. 
Tn such an event Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would take the requisite steps for 
the protection of British interests. 


Mr. Lewis. 


statements con- 


Though 


otherwise, 
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in Belfast. 

THE RIOTS IN BELFAST. 

GeneRAL H. McCALMONT (Antrim, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to. 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, in view 
of the probability of serious riots occur 
ring in Belfast, why steps were not taken 
to stop the procession on last Monday 
to Hannahstown, where inflammatory 
speeches were delivered which were cal- 
culated to cause breaches of the peace? 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER — (Belfast, 
W.): Before the right honourable Gentle 
man answers the Question, may I ask 
him whether the Lord Mayor of Belfast 
wrote to the authorities at Dublin Castle 
strongly advising the proclamation of 
the intended procession, on the ground 
that a procession organised to commemo- 
rate the incidents of one cruel and disas- 
trous rebellion, and to promote the early 
outbreak of another, was certain to prove 
provocative in a city in which the vast 
majority of the inhabitants have no sym- 
pathy with rebellion past or prospective ; 
whether it is not in the power of the 
executive to proclaim any meeting or 
procession which they have adequate 
reason to believe will lead to a breach 
of the peace; and, if so, why the request 
of the Lord Mayor of Belfast was not 
complied with? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Lord 
Mayor of Belfast and the justices of that 
city had all the circumstances connected 
with the procession to Hannalhstown 
which took place on Monday, the 6th 
inst., before them for some weeks past. 
They were informed on the 20th May 
that they could take, and were under 
obligations to take, all such steps as they 
deemed necessary for the preservation of 
the public peace of the city, and that if 
prohibiting proclamations of any kind 
were deemed necessary they should be 
based on sworn information. They were 
further informed on the 23rd ultimo that 
in carrying out measures for the preser- 
vation of the public peace they would 
receive, as in fact they did receive, the 
fullest support and assistance from the 
Irish Government. They did not pro- 
hibit the procession, but prescribed the 
route which it should take. For the 
Government to have superseded the magi- 
strates in Belfast, as apparently suggested 
in the Question, would have been con- 
trary to all precedent. In reply to the 
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honourable Member for West Belfast, I 
have to say it is, of course, in the power 
of the Executive to proclaim any meeting 
or procession which they may have reason 
te believe will lead to a breach of the 
peace ; but, as I have already stated, if 
they had done so in this instance they 
would have departed from precedent and 
superseded the local magistrates. 1 
think the honourable Member is confus- 
ing two things. A meeting may be pro- 
hibited because its object is illegal, or it 
may be prohibited on the ground that if 
it takes place it may lead to a breach of 
the peace. The Government are not of 
pinion that this was a procession which 
could be prohibited because its object 
was illegal, and to have prohibited it on 
the ground that it was calculated to lead 
to a breach of the peace would, without 
been to 


any question whatever, have 


agistrates of Belfast in 





Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
Yand how many men of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary were injured in the rioting 
in Belfast on Monday night; whether 
any extra police had been drafted into 
the city for Monday last; whether any 
application was made by the city magis- 
trates, or by he city inspector, for extra 
police ; whether any inquiries were made 
‘by the authorities in Dublin as to the 
sufficiency of the police arrangements 
with any disturbances which 
might arise; whether he will lay before 
the House any communications which 
passed between the authorities in Dublin 
and those responsible for the preserva- 
tion of the peace in Belfast on this sub- 
ject; whether there were 300 police out- 
side the city boundary within three miles 
of the rioting ; whether they were moved 
te support the police on the Shankhill 
Road; and, if not, why not; and 
whether, at the height of the rioting, the 
police were withdrawn from the Shank- 
hill Road; and, if so, at whose request 
this was done? 


to cope 
i 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: One 
hundred and three men of the Royal 
Trish Constabulary were injured in the 
riots at Belfast on Monday night last. 
Of these, two are still in a critical con 
dition, and suffering 


nine are from 
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serious injuries; the remainder were 
slightly injured. Of the total number 
rendered non-effective after the riots 53 
have resumed duty. No extra police 
were drafted into the city on Monday last. 
No application was made by the city 
mazistrates or Commissioner of Police 
for extra police. Communications passed 
between the authorities in Dublin and 
the authorities in Belfast on the 
subject of the arrangements for the pre 
servation of the peace. Inquiries were 
made as to the sufficiency of the police 
arrangements, and all assistance that 
might be desired was offered to the local 
magistrates. The eveneral effect of 
these communications has been stated by 
me in answer to the Question of my 
honourable and gallant Friend the Mem- 
ber for North Antrim. Actual communi- 
cations are confidential documents, and, 
as at present advised, I see no sufficient 
reason for laying them on the Table of 
the House. 300 police 
detailed to preserve the peace during 
the progress of the procession from the 
borough boundary to Hannahstown, and 
its return from Hannahstown to the 
borough boundary. When the duty upon 
which these men had been engaged was 
discharged, they returned to their sta 
tions, with the exception of a small 
detachment. They had left the neigh 
bourhood of Hannahstown and Belfast 
before the rioting had commenced on the 
Shankhill Road. They were not avail- 
able to move to the Shankhill Road even 
if such a course had been considered 
desirable. The Commissioner of Police 
reports that he declined to withdraw the 
police from the Shankhill Road, although 
requested to do so by the Rev. Mr. 
Garston, rector in the locality. It would, 
however, appear that the men on duty 
on the road were compelled to retire 
temporarily by an overwhelming mob of 
rioters, but, subsequently, on being rein- 
forced, and on the arrival of the military, 
they resumed duty on the road. 


There were 


Mr. DILLON: Does the right honour- 
able Gentleman know where the police 
were’ when the rioting commenced! I 
refer to paragraph 6 of my Question. 


Mr. 
say. 


GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
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DANGEROUS FLASH OIL. 

Mr. ASCROFT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that since the 
17th of May last there have been no less 
than three deaths in the metropolis and 
numerous fires caused by the use of 
dangerous low flash petroleum oil; and 
whether the Government intend to deal 
with the question and introduce a Bill 
at the earliest possible moment! 


THe SECRETARY or STATE 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: 


information on this point. 


FOR 
I have no 
The Govern- 
ment can, of course, make no promises 
in regard to legislation until the Select 
Committee has presented its Report. 


CASE OF JOSEPH WILSON. 

Mr. ASCROFT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
drawn to the case of Joseph Wilson, aged | 
18, of Failsworth, who, on the 23rd of 
February last, was sentenced to two 
months’ imprisonment with hard labour, | 
and committed to the Strangeways Prison 
at Salfcrd ; is he aware that Wilson com- 
plained that he was ill and unable to do 
the work, and for same was reported to 
the Governor, and that on the medical 
officer examining him and stating that he 
was shammine he was sentenced to three | 
days’ confinement in the dark cells with | 
a diet of bread and water; that on the 
24th of March he was removed to the ho 
pital suffering from enteric fever com 
tracted in the priscn, from which he sub- 
sequently died ; and whether he will cause 
inquiries to be made into the case? 





THe SECRETARY or STATE ror trz 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have not re 
ceived information on this matter yet, 
and I must ask the honourable Member 
to repeat the Question next week. 


FOREIGN TROOPS IN CRETF. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
@ telegram from Odessa recently pub 
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lished, stating that in the course of this 
fortnight over 1,000 Russian soldiers ar 
embarking at that port for Crete, and 
whether the Government have any in- 
formation on the matter; and if he can 
state the number of men belonging to 
this country and to each of the European 
Powers at present in garrison in Crete? 


Mr. CURZON: From information 
which has reached Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment it appears that a certain number of 
Russian soldiers are being sent to Crete 
to replace others who are about to be 
withdrawn from the island. The number 
of troops of each of the Evropean Powers 
at present in Crete is beliaved to be as 
follows :—British, 693; French, 1,400; 
Italian, 1,412 ; Russian, 1,620. 


FOREIGNERS IN THE BRITISH 
MERCANTILE MARINE. 

Sir T. RICHARDSON (Hartlepool): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that, in 
consequence of the number of British 
ships sold to foreigners and’ the numer- 
ous British ships sailing under foreign 
flags, and the empleyment of foreign 
officers and seamen on ships owned by 
British subjects, great numbers of master 
mariners, officers, and seamen have been 
thrown out of employment ; whether he 
is aware that great distress exists amongst 
such persons in seaport towns; whether 
the Government is prepared, with a view 
to alleviate such distress, to give facilities 
for the discussion of the Merchant Ship 
ping Act (1894) Amendment Bill; and 
whether he will cause inquiries to be made 
as to same? 


Tre PRESIDENT or tus BOARD or 
TRADE: I am not aware that any ex- 
ceptional distress cr want of employment 
exists at the present moment emene tha 
officers and men of our Mrreantile Marine, 
though the increasing’ number of 
foreigners emvloved in the merchant 
shins does, cf tend to restrict 
their opportunities cf employment.  T 
am not nrenared ta adopt the proposal 
contained in th Bill to which the honow 
able Membor refers. which would mean 8& 
reversion to the pclicy of the Navigation 
Laws. 


course, 
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POSTMEN’S WAGES AT MOTHERWELL. 

Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
the Postmaster General, 
will he explain why at the post office, 
Motherwell, which serves a population of 
nearly 30,000, in a district where the 
rents of houses and cost of living (owing 
tothe very rapid growth cf the town) are 


Cordon at 


representing 


quite exceptionally high, the postmen are 
paid on the lowest scale of wages, not 
the 
and 
scale rises to 24s. per 


exceeding 22s. per week, while in 
towns of Hamilton 
Coatbridge the 


week? 


nei¢hbouring 


Mr. HANBURY: The question of rais- 
ing the scale of pay for the postmen at 


Motherwell is already under consideration. 


TOURMALINE. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether Major A. Gybbon Spils- 


bury had applied for and obtained from | 


the War Office full and particular leave 
to travel in the Sus country at the time 
of the affair of the Z’ourmaline? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Mr. Gybbon Spils- 
bury had leave to travel in Morocco. 


MAINTENANCE OF 
WIVES. 
Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the War Office proposes to give 
any allowance to the wives of men who 
may be called out under the provisions 
of the Reserve Forces Bill now before 
the House? 


RESERVISTS’ 


Mr. BRODRICK: Any married 
reservist called out under the Bill would 
have separation allowance for his wife 
and family, like any other soldier of the 
regular forces so separated from his 
family. 


{9 June 1898} 


Candia. 1186 
FRENCH RAILWAY CONCESSION IN 
CHINA. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of Stato for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Chinese Government 
has further conceded to France a railway 
line connecting the Chinese Treaty port 
of Pak-hoi, in the province of Kwang- 
tung, with the valley of the West River 
at Nanning-fu, thus completing the 
system of trade routes from Toug-king 
and the neighbouring into 
Southern China framed by the French 
Government ; if so, whether Her Majesty’s 
Government will insist upon the cpening 
of the West River and its tributaries te 


regions 





their navigable limits, also the making of 
Nanning a Treaty port in order to safe 
|cuard British trade interests in Scuthern 
|China; whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have secured railway concessions 
enabling the laying down of a railway to 
connect british Burma with the Upper 
Yang-tsze ; and whether the correspon- 
dence with the Chinese and French 
Governments in regard to British 
interests in Southern China will be pre- 
sented to the House? 


Mr. CURZON: I understand that @ 
concession for a railway from Pak-hoi to 
Nanning has been granted to the French. 
I cannot make any statement at preseni 
as to the measures which are in course 
of adoption in Southern China by Her 
Majesty’s Government. The railway to 
the Burmese frontier is being pushed on, 
but the question of the direction which 
its extension should take on reaching 
the Chinese border is a very difficult one, 
and until this has been decided it ‘is 
clearly impossible to apply for any con- 
cession from the Chinese Government. 
Tnere has been no correspondence with 
the French Government on the subject. 
The correspondence with the Chinese 
Government is still proceeding, and 
cannot be given at present. 


CORDON AT CANDIA. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea Dis- 
trict): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs will he state 
when and where the Christian leaders of 
Crete agreed to the recent extension of 
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} the cordon outside Candia which  ori- 
ginated with and was acquiesced in by 
Sir Herbert Chermside; whether the 
Christian leaders sent a formal protest to | 


the Consuls and Admirals against _ 
advance, and especially against the 
% 


occupation of Juktaki, a spur of Mount 
Juktas; and whether Juktaki dominates 
Kani Kasteli? 


Mr. CURZON: The meeting at which 
the Eeengeen the extension of 
the cordon explained fully and in 
detail to the Christian chiefs took place 


ts 
were 


for 


at Archanes on April 21st. There were 
present on the one side Sir Herbert 


Alfred 
naval 


: 4} . 3 
on the other side th 


Sir Bilictti, and the 


Captain 


Cher: nside, 
British officer, 
hristian 
i Pedis sie. 

lefi ish them a 
Geeck : 2p proposed 
ments. Nineteen days later the 
protested against the planting of Turkis} 
troops. I have seen a the pro- 
but I cannot find in it any reference 





of the 


arrange 


chiefs 
copy of 
he 


test, 


to the occupation of Juktaki. In a dis- 
patch dated May 26th Sir Herbert 
Chermside reported that the heights of 


} 


Juktaki have not been occupied by Turk- 
ish troops; and that the nea posts to 
Juktaki 1 British 
between it and Kani Kasteli. 


rest 
Zagaraki, 





is ¢ one at 


DANGEROUS INDUSTRI 


rules prohibiting the e 
class of 
him to be dan 


health, under 


uployment of any 
rocess certified by 

injurious to 
of the Factory 


persons in a j 
verous 


section 8 


or 


and Workshops Act, 1891, as amended 
by section 28 of the Act of 1895? 


Tue ATTORNEY 
Wesster, Isle of Wight): cre 
of State has no power to make rules 
suggested by the Question of the ecaelinn 
able 
the Secretary « 
as the may 
be established either 
occupier of each yes 
tion. 
Mr. 


GENERAL 


Sir 
The Se ta 


R. 
wr" 
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Member. Rules can be proposed by 


f State or chief inspector, 


1 but 


case "te 
} + 
DY 


can only 
of the 


rbitra- 


J 
tney 
consent 


by a 


or 


J ones. 
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Mr. TENNANT: I bee to ask the | 
abies iey General whether it is in the] 
power of a Secretary of State to make 


|}ask the First Lord 
| whether he is now in a position to state 
whether the 
will be introduced in the course of the 
present Session ? 


venience which Members of this House 
| suffer in consequence of the proofs of 








Solicitors. 

LONDON MUNICIPALITIES BILL 
Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy): I ae to 
of the Treasury 
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London Municipalities Bill 


> 
thA 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TI 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 


E.): I am afraid I cannot give an answer, 


Mr. DALZIEL: Can the right honour- 
able Gentleman say when he will be able 
to make the statement ? 
- 
I 7 
JRY: 


at 


FIRST LORD THE 
At a very early date. 


OF TREA- 


St 


Mr. DALZIEL: I will repeat the 


tion on Monday. 


()ues- 





PARLIAMENTARY 
Irn. ASCROFT: I beg to ask the First 
Lo oy £f the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the great incon- 


DEBATES 


Questions put by them to Members of 
the -Government not containing the 
answers given to such Questions; and 


whether he will inquire into the matter 
with a view to instructions being given 
to the Editor of the “ Debates” to supply 
the answers? 

T, FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY I believe some occasional defects 
have occurred, and that my honourable 
Friend has been a victim; but the sys 
tem, I am told, is now in smooth working, 

and I hope such mistakes will not again 
occur, 
IRISH CROWN SOLICITORS. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 


beg to ask the Secreta 
what number of Sessional Crown Solici- 
tors and Crown Solic have been 
abolished in Ireland since 1866, and what 
Treasury have saved 


ry to the Treasury 
itors 


sum of money the 
thereby ; and what is the present yearly 
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saving by the abolition of the Sessional 
Crown Solicitors and the amalgamation 
of counties and appointment of one soli- 
citor as Crown Solicitor for several 
counties? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: With the 
permission of my right honourable 
Friend I will reply to this Question. The 
number of Crown Solicitors in 1866 was 
16, and of Sessional Crown Solicitors 33. 
The number of Crown Solicitors now is 
30, and of Sessional Crown Solicitors 17. 
There has, consequently, been a reduc- 
tion of two in the total number of Crown 
and Sessional Crown Solicitors. The 
Estimates for both services for the cur- 
rent year, as compared with the year 
1866-7, show a saving of £5,156, though 
this amount does not include the savings 
effected by the abolitior since the year 
1883 of payments for special duty which 
could not be given at present t with any 
approach to accuracy. 7 


PEMBROKE TOWNSHIP COMMIS- 
SIONERS. 

Mr. P. O'BRIEN: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ok 8 Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state if the Pem- 
broke Commissioners gave any satisfac- 
tory explanation to the Local Govern- 
ment Board in the year 1882, or since, 
as to the serious defalcations which had 
occurred in the township accounts; whe- 
ther, at the same time, there was a defi- 
ciency of £8,000 in addition to the defal- 
cations; whether he is aware that the 
Board recently refused by the casting 
vote of the chairman to inquire into and 
report upon this matter; and whether a 


sworn inquiry will be instituted, so that a | 


correct statement of township affairs 
may be given to the incoming district 
urban council? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A warrant 
Wag issued in 1883 4 seers the abseond- 
ing Secretary to the Pembroke Commis- 
sioners, who proved against his estate for 
£800, of which a sum of £605 has been 
realised. The Local Government auditor 
certified the amount due by the abscond- 
ing bankrupt to be £1,159, and the Com- 
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missioners recently instructed their solici- 
tors to amend their claims to this 
amount. Owing to a low rate struck in 
1882 liabilities exceeded assets in that 
year by about £8,000. The answer to 
the third paragraph is in the affir-native. 
No further inquiry such as suggested in 
the last paragraph of the Question is 
called for or necessary. 


DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS ACT. 
Mr. P. O'BRIEN: On behalf of the 
onourable Member for the Patrick 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief 


i 


| Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 


land whether the Government will con 
sider the necessity of introducing and 
passing the extension of the Day 
Industrial Schools Act to Ireland? 


Mr. GERAL r BALFOUR: I am quite 
prepared to look into the matter referred 
te in this Gistion, but it is not one to 

which I can at present give a reply, 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE SCHOCL. 

Mr. MENDL (Plymouth): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether he is 
aware that the teacher of an elementary 
school at Ashton-under-Lyne recently 
attempted, by means of pressure and per- 
suasion, to deprive the parents of chil- 
dren attending the school of the rights 
conferred on them by Memorandum 3 of 
the Education epartment, 1893; and 
whether he will direct inquiries to be 
made into the facts of the case, with the 
view of enforcing the law? 


Sm J. GORST: The Committee of 
Council have received no information on 
the subject, but I will have inquiries 
made. 


INSTRUCTION IN INFANTS’ SCHOOLS. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): [ber 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 


infants’ schools, where the majority of 
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the children are from three to six, years 
old, come within the meaning of para- 
graph 5(¢) of the instructions to inspec- 
tors; whether the term “plan of work” 
means the division of the subjects taught 
into parts, each part to be allotted to a 
defined period of time; and, if infants’ 
schools are comprised within the meaning 
of the said paragraph, does the part 
referring to periodical examinations 
apply to such schools? 


Sir J. GORST: Paragraph 5 (g) of the 
instructions was not intended to apply 
to infants’ The answer to the 
second paragraph of the Question is in 
the affirmative. 


schor Is. 


THE BENEFICES BILL. 

Mr. H. ROBERTS: Can the First Lord 
of the Treasury give the House any indi- 
cation as to when the Benefices Pill is 
likely to be taken? 


THE 
SURY: 


FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 


I hope, Sir, on an early day. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


THE BELFAST RIOTS.—MOTION FOR 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) rose in his 
place, and asked leave to move the 
Adjournment of the House for the purpose 
of discussing a definite matter of urgent 
public imvortance—namely, “the riot- 
ing which has taken place in the streets 
of Belfast on Monday and 
and the inadequacy of the 


Tuesday last, 
arrangements 
made by the city authorities and by the 
Executive Government for preserving the 
peace and protecting property ;” but the 
pleasure of the House not having been 
signified, 


Mr. SPEAKER called on those Mem- 
bers who supported the Motion to rise 
in their places. Not less than 40 Mem- 
bers having accordingly risen— 

Mr. Yorall. 


{ COMMO.\S} 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 


Mr. DILLON: Mr. Speaker, I believe 
it is felt in all parts cf the House that 
we could not rest satisfied with the 
information that has been given us by 
the Chief Secretary in reply to questions 
which have been asked. We _ have 
already heard from the Chief Secretary 
that 103 members of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary were injured on Monday 
night on the Shankhill Road, and that 
on Tuesday night other policemen were 
seriously injured. I do intend 
enter into controversy on the merits o 
party processions in Ulster, for whether 
such are organised to celebrate the battle 
of Antrim or the battle of the Boyne 
they have nothing to do with the present 
question. The procession to which 
reference has been made in questions 
to-night organised by the 
Nationalists of Belfast to celebrate the 
battle of Antrim, on June 6th, . and 
the magistrates of Belfast, having all the 
circumstances 


not ta 


— 


was one 
i708 


before them 


two or 
three weeks before June Gth, laid 
down for the procession a certain 
route, which the Nationalist Com- 
mittee promptly accepted. After 


they had made that arrangement, and 
about four days before the date of the 
procession, the magistrates, in conse 
quence, we are informed, of threats which 
had been made in the interval, hurriedly 
assembled, and, being informed by the 
City Commissioner of Police, Mr. 
Moriarty, that he could not be answer- 
able for the preservation of peace if the 
procession followed the route laid down, 
altered the arrangement, confining the 


procession entirely to the Catholic 
quarter of the city. In tie interests of 
peace, the Nationalist Committee, 


although they were of opinion that they 
had not been treated fairly, and that the 
magistrates were acting exceedingly 
unwisely, consented even at the last 
moment to accept the new arrangements. 
The Nationalists protested against the 
change as a concession to a spirit of 
intolerance, and as being very likely to 
defeat the very object the magistrates 
had in view, and the events which have 
taken place since have fully justified the 
opinion which had been formed by the 
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Nationalist Committee. The first point 
I want to direct the attention of tho 
Government to is that for a fortnight 
or three weeks the magistrates were 
aware that threats were being made by 
the firebrands of the Orange party that 
disturbances would be caused if the 
Nationalist procession were allowed to go 
through any part of Belfast. They 
decided—and most properly decided—- 
that the procession should be allowed to 
proceed. The magistrates recognised 
that if they prohibited the Nationalist 
procession they would be bound, in 
common justice, to prohibit the 12th of 
July procession. I presume that there 
are only two alternative policies possible 
for any Government, or any body of men 
responsible for law and order in Ulster 

namely, to prohibit all party proces- 
sions, or to allow processions on both 
sides, and to let everyone whom it may 
concern, be he Nationalist or Orangeman, 
know that the processions must be 
allowed to take place, and must not be 
made an occasion for a breach of the 
peace. The policy of prohibiting pro- 


cessions has been 
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been tried, but after being tried has been 
deliberately abandoned by the Govern- 
ment of Ireland, and abandoned mainly 
in consequence of the persistent protests 
of the Orange Party. I heartily sympa- 
thise with the Orangemen in their pro- 
test, and I think the policy now adopted 
by the Government is the correct policy 

the policy, that is, of allowing each 
side to have their demonstrations, and 
of insisting, in theorv, at any rate, that 
the peace must be preserved. What was 
the action of the magistrates of Belfast 
with all this knowledge before them? 
Remember that on the very eve of the 
procession—four days before the proces- 
ston took place—the City Commissioner 
of Police attended the meeting of the 
magistrates, and told them he would not 
answer for the weace of the city if the 
route laid down by the magistrates them- 
selves were followed by the procession. In 
spite of that fact, and in spite of their 
long experience of the character of the 
Belfast mob, they did not apply for a 
single extra policeman to help in the 
nreservation of the peace of the city. If 
I rightly interpret the answer of the 
Chief Secretary, there was, at the very 


advocated, and has} 
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outset of these proceedings, sent through 
the city of Belfast full notice to the mob 
that the magistrates had given ‘way 
before them, and had altered, under 
threats of violence, the arrangements 
which they had come to for the carrying 
out of this procession, because the Com- 
missioner of Police had told the magis- 
trates that he would not be answerabie 
for the peace of the city. Sir, I say that 
policy is a fatal policy, and that it is 
directly responsible for all that has 
occurred since. I now come to the inci- 
dents of the procession. 


Motion for Adjournment. 


I was myself 
with the procession from the moment it 
started from Smithtield Market for the 
place of meeting until its return, and I 
drove among the processionists in the 
town after all the banners had passed, so 
that Iam in a position, almost from per- 
sonal cbservation in every case, to stats 
what occurred as regards the procession. 
I wish it to be distinctly understood that 
I am not moving the adjournment of 
the House to make any complaint of the 
lack of protection given to the proves- 
sionists. They were able to protect them- 
selves, but it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to keep ali attack from that pro- 
cession. As a matter of fact only at two 
points—namely, at Dover Street and 
Broadway—was there the slightest 
attack made on the processionists by 
the Shankhill Road men, and these were 
of a trifling character. The crowd who 
attacked the procession at Broadway 
were instantly driven back by the pro- 
cessionists, who only fired a few stones. 
and then took flight. In Dover Street, 
where the crowd of Shankhill men num- 
bered about 300, there were only four 
constables holding that thoroughfare, 
and if the Shankhill men had closed with 
the procession a most. bloody riot would 
have taken place. As it was they were 
instantly driven back. These were the 
only two instances in which the proces 
sion was interfered with. Nobody was 
hurt, except one unfortunate policeman 
in Dover Street. The Nationalist proces 
sion then went into the country, and held 
their meeting, and then returned to Bel- 
fast. On the return there was not the 
smallest attempt at disturbance, so far 
as I could observe. Let me call the atten- 
tion of the House to this fact—that 
throughout that day, when a multitude 
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of people passed through the streets of 
Belfast, no Protestant was hurt, no stone 
was thrown, no offensive word was said, 
and there was no attempt at disorder ; 
tut at six o’clock, on the Shankhill Road, 


when the Nationalist procession was 
ever, and the Nationalists had gone 


home peaceably and quietly and wisely, 
the warriors of Shankhill, who had 
been afraid to attack the police 
when the Nationalists were parading 
down the Falls Road, took the field 
in all their loyalty, not against the 
Nationalists, but against the Queen’s 
police, in order to prove, on their unfor- 
tunate bodies, their unquestioned loyalty 
to the Throne. A more monstrous, de 


{COMMONS} 





spicable, and unheard-of proceedinz 
could not bo found even in the annals 
of Belfast. I am most anxious to remove 
the impression which has to some extent 
gone abroad that our complaint is of 
any attack made our 
Nothing of the sort. The processionists 
went home peaceably, and not one of 
them was hurt. I venture to say that if 
you search the police books, and the 
books at the hospitals, where, perhaps, 
300 or 400 persons had their injuries 
dressed, you would find that they were 
all Shankhill Road men and the police. 
I have here a short account of the pra 


on procession. 


ceedings on that extraordinary nicht. 
I have taken this account from the 
Belfast News letter, the organ of the 


Orange Party, which is owned by the 
Lord Mayor of Belfast. I do so because I 
know that in order to impress this House 
I must, to a large extent, quote from the 
ergans of the Conservative Party. Re 
ferring to the procession, the Belfast 
Newsletter says:— 


“The return journey to Belfast was practi- 
cally without incident. The rain poured inces- 
santly, but, although the processionists were, 
in colloquial phrase, ‘ wet through,’ they were 
nevertheless cheerful, and one could not help 
admiring their indomitable enthusiasm. When 
passing along Falls Road, near the Giant's 
Foot, somebody hurled a huge stone over the 
wall, The missile passed immediately over 
the heads of a party seated in a car, and fell 
between the vehicle and the processionists. 
Later in the journey, five revolver shots were 
heard, but these appear to have been dis- 
charged, as in the Wild West, with the object 
of expresssing exuberance of spirits. Smith- 
field was reached at 6.20, and about half an 
hour later the processionists, who had met 
with a cordial reception on their way thither, 
dispersed.” 


Mr. Dillon, 
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That is the end of the procession, and 
then comes the next stage. They 
go on to describe the proceedings at 
Shanxhill Road— 
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“The procession had not long passed down 
the Faiis Roud to the rendezvous at Smith- 
field before the police were actively engaged 
in another quarter.” 


Mark you, not the quarter connected 
with the procession, but another quarter 
altogether. 


“As we have stated elsewhere, the return 
journey was without any marked display of 
hostility; but if the advance guard of the 
main body of the processionists passed with- 
out any concerted attack being made upon 
them, an effort was made to prevent the tail 
end from escaping i and it appears 
that one or two determined rushes were made 
down Percy and Dover Streets by numbers of 
young men and boys. The admirable arrange- 
ments made by the police, in view of such 
contingencies, were ample to protect those 
taking part in the demonstration, but the in- 

ult of these attempts was that the 
police came in for very rough handling.” 


so easily ; 


evitable res 


Now, those rushes must have been of a 
rery insignificant character, because I 
happened to be in the tail end of the 
procession myself, and I saw. ao scene of 
any kind of that description. Then they 
go on to describe what took place in 
the Shankhill Road— 


“Tt was not long before the whole district 
was aware that serious fighting was proceeding ; 
and crowds gathered with that celerity that 
would expect under the circumstances, 
their numbers being increased every moment. 
There was no scarcity of missiles in any of the 
side streets, and when the conflict had assumed 
really serious proportions brisk fusillades of 
paving-stones were soon directed against every 
policeman in sight. Whilst the stone-throwers 
were incensed at the opposition shown by the 
police in the streets adjoining the proces- 
sional route and manifested no hesitation in 
attacking them, it would appear that the ani- 
mosity of the mob had been excited at an 
earlier hour in the day, when, at about four 
o’clock, three policemen were compelled to 
seek safety in Brown Square Barrack. After 
reporting the conduct of the mob, they ob- 
tained reinforcements, and went out again. 
the rioters were doubly indignant at this 
increase of the force, and a more vigorous 
attack was made upon them.” 


one 


The Vewsletter then goes on— 


“Tt is stated that there had been some ill- 
feeling against the constabulary in this nelgh- 
bourhood of late, owing to their action in 
dispersing the small crowds that usually accom- 
pany the bands which occasionally parade in 
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the evenings, and expression was given <o this 
dislike by stoning the police out of the streets. 
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That is the expression of the Vewsletter. 
It was not because they had been 
attacked, but because they disliked the 
action of the police on former occasions, 
and they gave expression to their dislike 
by stoning them out of the streets. They 
then go on to say— 


“When the police had retreated from Dover 
Street ’—the police had retreated from Dover 
Street several times—“‘a few mounted men 
were drawn up at the corner of Carlow Street, 
which is about 50 yards further up the soud.” 


Now listen to this, and, mark you, up 
to this particular incident the police had 
made no attack whatever; they had 
merely been standing on guard. 


‘Here a most vicious and determined attack 
was made upon them, and, being outnumbered 
2¢ to 1, they had absolutely no chance in 
the midst of the thick hail of stones’ which 
was poured upon them from three or four 
quarters at once. During the mélée a mounted 
policeman named Torrens was struck a severe 
blow on the head with a stone and unhorsed, 
and the animal which he had been riding was 
also struck several times. When the man fell, 
a postman ran over to him, and picked him 
un. endeavouring at the same time to secure 
the man’s helmet and baton. This was the 
signal for a most cowardly and renewed attack 
upon the injured man, who was_ insensible. 
The postman carried Torrens on his back for 
some little distance, also carrying his baton, 
when some onlookers ran forward and endea- 
voured to wrench it out of his hand. One 
man struck the postman twice in the mouth, 
whilst others endeavoured to kick the police- 
man. Eventually the latter was carried into 
the house of a Mrs. Bruce, who was also 
assaulted for affording him shelter. Head-con- 
stable Hussey was present at the time, and he, 
too, was struck two severe blows with stones. 
He stood by his comrade, however, and kept 
the crowd at bay with his revolver, while the 
ambulance was summoned, and _ afterwards 
superintended the removal of the injured man 
to the Royal Hospital. Our representative 
saw the postman who so courageously inter- 
fered on Torrens’ behalf, but he, for obvious 
reasons, did not wish his name to be pub- 
lished.” 


That is what they consider, presumably, 
a reasonable state of affairs in Belfast, 
and a man who had the audacity to pick 
up and carry off a wounded officer of the 
pclice does not, for obvious reasons, wish 
his name to be mentioned. 

“His narrative of the occurrence is practi- 


cally identical with that furnished by the 
police. He stated that Torrens was struck 
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with his own baton after he fell, and that. 
Mrs. Bruce had several teeth knocked out when. 
giving the injured constable shelter in her 
house.” 


Now, this was all done, not for the pur-- 
pose of driving a rebellious procession off 
the streets, because that had beem 
allowed to proceed; but when this mob. 
had intimidated the magistrates of 
Belfast, and when they found that they 
could outnumber the police by 20 to } 
in the Shankhill Road, they proved their 
undying loyalty to the Queen by 
pummelling Her Majesty’s police in this 
most brutal manner which I have 
described. Now, I come to the extra- 
ordinary incident as to which I put a 
question to the Chief Secretary. Whem 
the riot was at its height, after the 


ambulances proved insufficient to 
carry off the injured, and numbers 
of cars had been pressed into 


service for that purpose, the Rev. Mr. 
Gas informed the magistrates and the 
Police Commissioner that the gentlemen 
of Shankhill Road would keep the peace- 
if the police were withdrawn, and that 
was done. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY to Tae 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp Batrovur, Leeds, Central): 
No, the Police Commissioner refused to 
withdraw them, 


Mr. DILLON: As the Chief Secre- 
tary says, the Police Commissioner re 
fused to withdraw the police; but they 
were withdrawn, nevertheless, because, 
although the Commissioner refused to 
withdraw them, they were compelled to: 
withdraw. They were driven out of the 
field. Now let me come to a point which 
appears to me to be of exceedingly great 
importance. For two or three weeks 
before the Belfast authorities were aware 
of what was going to take place, and 
they knew that the dangerous time was 
in the day. They knew the danger 
would be when the men came out of the 
ironworks in full force, and when all the 
elements of disorder were let loose; but 
in the face of all that they neglected to 
take measures to keep the peace. I ven- 
ture to say that 20 police would have 
been able to keep the peace so far as the 
procession was concerned. The proces- 
sion was not attacked. We had 15,000 
men there, and out of those we had@ 
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10,000 of as goed fighting men as ever 
I have laid eyes on. The idea of the 
crowd coming out to oppose us when we 
were on the hill is the height of absurdity. 
‘The police came in amongst us, and we 
were very glad to see them; but they 
were not necessary. It was quite un- 
necessary for them to be there at all. 
But when we came back at five o’clock 
into the city, when the dangerous time 
was approaching, when the iron men were 
leaving their work, I passed masses of 
police and their officers, turning from the 
«ity and going back into the country. 
That was about an hour before this riot 
took place. Now, those men could not 
have been very far distant when the riot 
became severe; it would have been the 
easiest thing in the world to have got 
them back again; but the right honour- 
able Gentleman says that they were not 
available. They were not available be 
«cause the gentlemen of Shankhill Road 
had given notice to the magistracy, and 
informed them that if any extra police 
were brought into the city they would 
be assassinated. The fact is, the city 
inspectors and the magistrates were inti- 
midated from bringinz in any extra police 
lest they should be assassinated in the 
streets. Now I want to know, and I 
think this House is entitled to an expla 
nation, why a manifestly insufficient force 
was exposed to the various mobs for 
hours, when a sufticient force to restore 
order was within easy reach at that very 
moment. I have only this to add—this 
was on Monday night. On that night, 
the rowdies, having wreaked their ven- 
geance upon the police, attacked two 
Catholic public-houses, breaking open the 
windows and the doors. Having got into 
the houses, they tapped the whisky 
barrels, and when some of them who 
were captured in the houses were brought 
to the police offices they were found to 
be not only drunk with stolen whisky 
but to have their pockets stuffed full of 
money taken from the tills. Now, one 
would have supposed that the proceedings 
of Monday night would have been suffi- 
cient to have given warning to the 
authorities as to what might occur on the 
‘Tuesday. Before I pass from the Mon- 
‘day let me just quote a short notice from 
the Northern Whig, a journal hostile 
to our cause— 


“No words could be too strong to condemn 
the conduct of the roughs and rowdies, who by 
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their repeated and determined attacks upon 
the police yesterday evening made the scene 
on Shankhil Road painfully remmiscent of the 
evil times of the last great riots. Vhere is 
surely no excuse whatever for thes2 fellows, 
who, because they were prevented from attack. 
ing those engaged in celebrating an incident 
of rebellion, turned themselves to agssail the 
representatives of law and government.” 


Now let me turn for a moment to what 
occurred on Tuesday night, because what 
occurred upon that nignt was worse still. 
On Monday night the Shankhill Road was 
given up for four hours to a revengeful 
mob. Now, one would have supposed 
that, such a thing having happened on 
the one night, on the subsequent 
night the authorities would have taken 
ample precautions to secure the city from 
a recurrence cf such proceedings ; but 
what happened on Tuesday? On the 
Tuesday night the Island men came home, 
as they usually do in times like these, in 
a procession, and this is the description 
given in the Freeman’s Journal, which 
gives the fullest and best report of the 
matter that I have seen— 

“The workers came up first in a_ loose 
stream and then in a compact phalanx over 
2,000 strong. In Carrick Hill and Milltield 
about 400 or 500 Nationalists weve assembled, 
The demeanour of the Island rowdies was 
detiant, and they halted at Carrick Hill, 
crying party expressions and waving caps. 
A green flag was displayed in the Nationalist 
quarter, and instantaneously the two parties 
came into conflict. A terrific fusillade of stones 
and other missiles were exchanged. Numbers 
of Loyalists flung iron bars over a foot long. 
and formidable nuts and rivets. Only four or 
five police were present, and on all sides com- 
plete amazement was expressed at the want of 
foresight shown by the authorities. The 
handful of constables were utterly powerless, 
and for nearly 20 minutes a_ regular 
pitched battle fiercer than any seen in Belfast 
for years raged with unceasing fury. The 
Island heroes assailed a woman standing at the 
corner of Boyd Street, and stoned her until 
she fell. An old man was mercilessly assailed. 
Many of the workers sustained most serious 
injuries. They were assailed with a hurricane 
of stones from Carrick Hill and Miiltield at 
once, and were nonplussed under the flank 
attacks. Several times they were Criven right 
up into the Shankhill locality, but returned to 
the charge only to be furiously repulsed by 
their opponents, whom they far outnumbered, 
but who stood in a commanding position. 
Nearly every house in Boyd Street is damaged ; 
Messrs. McGlades’ fine public-house was prac- 
tically wrecked; the windows in Mr. 
Connolly’s, on the other side of the street, 
were demolished. Marvellous to relate, Brown 
Square Barracks is stationed only five hundred 
yards away from the scene of this formidable 
street battle, and it is alleged that a force of 
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policemen, ranging from one to 
were stationed there at tie 
encounter.” 


Belfast Riots— 


two hundred, 
time of the 


That is the description cf the state 
ot things which prevailed on ‘Tues- 
day uight. On Wednesday morning 
the Lord Mayor issued a proclamation, 
an appeal to the citizens, which is ® very 
remarkable and important document, be- 
cause the Lord Mayer directs his observa 
tions directly to. the inhabitants of the 
Shankhill Road. There is not a single 
word in the proclamation to indicate 
that he blames the Nationalists in any 
way, from beginning to end, for being 
the cause of those disturbances. On the 
contrary, the proclamation is addressed 
“ta the peaceable inhabitants of the 
Shankhill Road and district,” and 


says 


he 


“T appeal to the men of Queen's Island, when 
returning home from work, to go in the ordi- 
‘hary manner, and not in large bodies, as the 
latter way is calculated to lead to disturbance. 
Ample protection will be afforded to the men 
who, by complying with this request, will 
maintain their own reputation and the credit 
of the city.” 


New mark what follows— 


“The Queen’s Island men came home from 
their work in practically a solid body.” 


And that is the respect they pay to the 
appeal cf the Lord Mayor. What does it 
all amount to! It is idle for anyone to 
say that the blame for this disturbance 
should be laid upon the shoulders of the 
Nationalists. If you give liberty to the 
people of Ulster to form processions you 
must give it to both sides. When you allow 
these precessions to take place you are 
also responsible not only to protect the 
demonstration, but to prevent any per- 
son breaking the peace, and to show a 
man, whether he be a Nationalist or an 
Orangeman, that if he attempts to break 
the peace, or attack those who are civilly 
walking down the streets under the regu- 
lations given out by the magistrates, or 
wantonly at any time breaks the peace, 
he should suffer for it. I have made 
no complaint in regard to this matter, 
and I do not make any, because no attack 
wag made on the Nationalist procession. 
It passed through the city without the 
men uttering a word of offence or saying 
anything to anybody, and without in any 
way breaking the law. What we complain 
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of is this—that the Nationalists of Bel- 
fast, having set an example of which we 
ave entitled to be proud, of respect for 
the law and strict observance of the 
rights of others, are now to be sub- 
jected to nightly outrage and robbery, 
and plundering and wrecking of houses, 
which now prevail in Belfast, and which 
is more like living inastate of primeeval 
chaoa than in a civilised community. I 
do not think anybody can object to 
my bringing these facts before the House. 
[ justify my action upon this ground—I 
think thoss who are the principal citizens 
of Belfast are entitled to the protection 
of the law, and I say that the Nationalists 
of Belfast have not got the protection 
of tha law, and consequently, when a 
collision takes place, there is bound to 
be the most bitter feeling engendered. 
On the night of Tuesday they were 
obliged to protect their homes to pre 
vent them being broken into and sacked 
by the Orange crowd, and the Govern 
ment placed four constables in that dis- 
trict to protect them from the crowd of 
Island men returning from their work. 
That is no way for men to have to live 
in a civilised country. It is monstrous 
that the Nationalists of Belfast should 
had their houses smashed and robbed 
and the tills of their shops rifled unless 
they can protect themselves. They are 
entitled te the protection of the law, and 
they ought to have it. On Wednesday 
night, when the Island men came home 
again in a large procession, they found a 
large force of men drawn up across the 
road. Why was not that force of men 
there before when the Nationalists were 
attacked? If they had been there this 
riot would not have taken place. But 
they allowed this bloody and ferocious 
riot te remain unchecked and uninter- 
fered with—not without warning—for 
fully hal? an hour. In addition to that 
six Catholic houses had been sacked, all 
the liquors in the grog shops had been 
stolen and drunk, scenes of unparalleled 
debauchery and drunkenness occurred in 
the streets, and men who were afterwards 
captured while drunk with the stolen 
liquor were found to have their pockets 
stuffed full of the money which they had 
taken from the tills. The Nationalists 
have shown that they can, upon occa- 
sion, defend their rights with their own 
arms, but it is not the way in which 
they should live under the law. They 
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should be assured of protection for their 
lives, limbs, and pockets. I do not think 
the magistrates have done their duty, 
and what I ask now is that the Govern- 
ment shall make some declaration as to 
their determination to see, at whatever 
cost, that the peace shall be maintained 
in the future in Belfast, and that such 
occunrences as theso will not be allowed 
to recur. Now, I turn to the telegram of 
to-day, which says— 


“No renewal of the rioting took place up till 
11 o’clock—a circumstance due entirely to the 
fact that the disturbed districts were under 
the control of the military. The cavalry have 
patrolled the main thoroughfares and _ the 
infantry have been standing in the side streets. 
Large crowds collected, but no serious attempt 
has been made to disturb the peace. The 
military will be withdrawn after midnight.” 


It also says-— 


“Excitement still runs very high, and 
attacks upon the police will no doubt be made 
whenever opportunity offers.” 
Is. tha... a condition in which to 
live in the city? Are they now to 
submit to the intolerable insolence of 
this Shankhill mob, whe say they will not 
keep the peace? They must have soldiers 
to keep the peace. They like the soldiers, 
nnd fraternise with them; but the 
moment « policeman’s head is seen it 
is fractured with a stone. What I de- 
mand in regard to Belfast is that some 
assurance shall be given by the Legisla- 
ture that if the city authorities neglect 
their duty the Executive will insist, at 
all events, in future, that peace shall be 
maintained. I beg to move that the 
House do now adjourn. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER 
W.): I do not 
House 


whatever 


(Belfast, 
detain the 
doubt 


serious 


wish to 
long, but there is no 
that 
question, and in the absence of 
my colleagues I think I ought to say a 
few words. 


this is a very 


I am not going to traverse 
® great deal of what the honourable 
Member for East Mayo has said. It is 
quite impossib'e for anyone to speak in 
any terms in defence, or in any terms 
except those of unqualified condemnation 
of the rioting that has taken place in 
Belfast. I have had reason to reproach 
honourable Members opposite and their 
predecessors for not having condemned 


Mr. Dillon. 
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acts which took place when they ought to 
have condemned them, and [ do 
not feel justified myself in refrain. 
ing from condemning, almost as un- 
conditionally as the honourable Mem- 
ber opposite, the horrible outrages 
which have cccurred in the streets of 
Belfast. I do not say that there is no 
excuse for them, but I do say they are 
uncivilised and that means should ba 
taken to punish the persons who engage 
in them, and tostop them and to prevent 
them recurring in the future. Every- 
thing that I have heard from Belfast 
leads me to think that what I have said 
expresses the opinion of the overwhelm- 
ing majority cf the loyal people of all 
classes of society in Belfast. But I owe 
it to my constituents that I should call 
attention to ona or two circumstances 
connected with this deplorable state of 
affairs, which it is necessary that the 
House ought to be acquainted with 
Befora we pronounce an absolute verdict 
upon this subject we ought to investigate 
it a little more fully. Of the attacks 
upon the police nothing can be said, and 
I am glad the hcnourable Member has 
called attention to ene act of heroism 
which occurred in the street, as I think 
it is ona that ought not to pass without 
mention. A postman at the risk of his life 
endeavoured to rescue one cf these police 
men, and I take this opportunity of ex- 
pressing my great satisfaction that that 
act of heroism did take place. The 
honourable Member for East Mayo put 
a large amount of blame upon the autho 
rities of the city of Belfast. Inquiry will 
show how far that statement is justified 
or not, but I think it ought to be pointed 
out that the whole circumstances which 
undoubtedly contributed largely to these 
riots are not known and could not have 
been known to the Belfast authorities at 
the time they made their disposition for 
controlling the riot when it did take place. 
That they did anticipate that something 
of the kind might happen I think is 
proved by that fact that the Lord Mayor 
asked the Chief Secretary to proclaim 
the demonstration, and that the proces 
sion should not take place. I think it 
must be in the memory of nearly all the 
Members of this House that over and 
over again the Executive has proclaimed 
meetings—not in Belfast, but in other 
parts of Ireland—without making the 
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local magistrates responsible. This pro- 
cession was organised fer one purpose, 
and one purpose alone. It was a deliber- 
ately provocative assembly. 


Mr. DILLON: Oh, oh! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I can quite | 
understand that that is the view which | 


Member 
and cruel 


honourable 
unfortunate 


the 


this rebellion. 


This demonstration was organised in the | 
centre of a large city which returns to | 


Parliament four Members who repre- 
sent the opinion of that City, all of 
whom are strongly opposed to the prin- 
ciples of those forming that procession. 
In that procession there took part one or 
two gentlemen, of whom one was the 
honourable Gentleman opposite. Now, 


it must be remembered that it was not | 


until the speeches had been made that 


the people of Belfast were aware of the | 


nature of the proceedings. 


Mr. DILLON: The rioters had never 
heard a word of the speeches. They 
could not have heard of them till the 


following morning. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
here a copy of the speech of the honour- 
able Member. The two principal 
speakers were the honourable Member 


for East Mayo, and Mr. Joseph Devlin, | 


who I must say, under the circumstances, 
expressed very strong sentiments. Mr. 
Devlin spoke of the proposed alliance 
between the United States and the people 
of this country, which I may say the 
people of Belfast are desirous to see. 
He then went on to tell them that in his 
opinion the rebellion of 1798 wouid 
never be forgotten. Now, Sir, that 


statement had one meaning alone, and | 


it was intended and understood that the 
memories of 1798 were to arouse and be 
provocative of something of the kind in 
the future. 


An Irish MemBer: Hear, hear! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I note that 
iny statement is coniirmed by the hon- 
ourable Member opposite. The honour- 
able Member for East Mayo was not 
at all behindhand in congratulating 
these gentleman on their fighting spirit 
and the events of 1798, and he concluded 
by saying that Irishmen had demon- 
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strated to the world that the old Irish 
spirit was still alive and kicking in Bel- 
fast, and was as eager for the fight as 
ever. Therefore, I do not think that the 
whole of the fighing spirit was on one 
side, but there appears to have been a 
iair share of it on the other. We must 
fact that this was a 
| disloyal procession. 


Motion for Adjournment, 





| not overlook the 
| 


| Mr. DILLON: No, no! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Well, we 
do not all take the view which the hon- 
ourable Member opposite wishes us to 
take, that no discretion is to be shown 
in these matters. I say that there is 
|no country in the world where such a 
| procession would have been allowed, not 
|even the United States of America. I 
| undertake to say that in the streets of 
| New York such a procession would have 
| been at once suppressed. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): Whv, a pro- 


cession of that kind is held every year 
in New York! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Had this 
demonstration taken place amongst a 
population known to be favourably dis- 
posed to its principles, there might have 
been less to say against it, for instance, 
in Cork, Dublin, or Limerick. If a 
procession were organised in these towns 
where the majority of the people share 
|the views of the honourable Mem- 
| ber for East Mayo, they might listen to 
| congratulatory speeches about the rebel- 
| lion of 1798, and I think nobody would 
have been more ready to admit this than 
| the honourable Member for East Mayo 
| himself. I can honestly say that I have 
jeer taken part in provocative demon- 
strations of this kind; and it does seem 
| to me to be an unfortunate thing that 
| they should take place in those parts of 
| Ireland where they are not welcome, and 
| where they are not in harmony with 
the general spirit of the population. 
I regret that it was thought necessary 
to undertake one of those processions in 
a part of Ireland where it was well 
known that those sentiments were not 
popular ; where it was known that the 
people strongly detested them; and 
where it was felt that the desire for a 
renewal of the disturbances of 1798 was 
about the greatest calamity that could 
overtake the population. I think those 
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opinions ought to be borne in mind 
and respected. With regard to the 
conduct of the people of Belfast, I am 
not going to say a word in defence of 
it. It must not, however, be forgotten 
that there is a certain ex- 
planation of that conduct. It is 
a fact which everybody acquainted with 
Belfast is well aware of, that there is 
some foundation for the dislike of the 
people of Belfast to policemen imported 
from outside. I have no doubt that it 
will be explained how the confusion and 
the misconception arose which accom- 
panied the importation of police in Bel- 
fast. I know that the police in one case, 
upon a previous occasion, were entirely 
mistaken, for they attacked people 
coming out from their workshops under 
the impression that they were a riotous 
crowd, and their action upon that. occa- 
sion has left a very bitter recollection 
amongst the people of Belfast. I do not 
intend, however, to retaliate in this mat- 
ter, but I do say that that is the explana- 
tion which to some extent may account 
for the action of the magistrates in bring- 
ing a large body of alien police. 
[Laughter from the Irish Benches.| Well, 
that is my opinion, although I have not a 
word to say against the Irish constabulary. 
The honourable Member for East Mayo 
must be perfectly aware, and everybody 
in this House is aware, that the whole 
of this trouble was initiated by this pro- 
cession. Language was used of a provo- 
cative character. No doubt from that 
small beginning came these lamentable 
disturbances, and it is certainly right to 
take the most effective measures possible 
for putting a stop to this disorder. But 
there is one point to which i wish to draw 
attention. There is no evidence, and it 
is absolutely certain that the Orange 
body alluded to by the honourable Mem- 
ber had no part in these disturbances. 
I am not here to champion the Orange 
body—I am not even a member of it— 
but I do say this, that as far as my know- 
ledge goes there has been, on the con- 
trary, a very earnest and anxious endea- 
vour made with regard to these disturb- 
ances to prevent their occurrence, and 
to prevent these offences from being 
committed. With regard to the rest of the 
population of Belfast, I can only say that 
I know there is nothing more lamentable 
in the eyes of the people of Belfast than 
these disturbances, which are the work of 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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a class of rowdy boys and young men, 
who have, unfortunately, long existed in 
Belfast. These riots were initiated, and 
for the most part carried out, by the 
class I have described. It is verfectly 
true that the Island men returning from 
their work were assaulted, and it is also 
true that they retaliated, but this wreck- 
ing and robbing has been the work of the 
boys and rowdies who have long been 
known to exist in Belfast on both sides. 
What occurred is perfectly well expressed 
in the newspaper which the honourable 
Member has read, and the other news- 
papers are absolutely at one in their 
condemnation of these outrages. I hope 
I have clearly explained the circumstances 
to the House. I may also add, in con- 
clusion, that it is within my own know- 
ledge that an enormous majority of the 
people of Belfast regret these disturb- 
ances, and are as much opposed to 
what has taken place as anyone could 
} 


possibly be. 

Mr. DAVITT: I _ have listened 
with attention to the speech which 
has been addressed to the House 


by the honourable Member who has just 
sat down, and I think I can say that a 
weaker speech has never been 
addressed to this assembly, even 
by the honourable Member opposite. 
He endeavoured to palliate the conduct 
of his political supporters by talking of 
a provocative procession, and referred 
incidentally to what he called a “ bloody 
rebellion.” It is not necessary, in conse- 
quence of his remarks, to go into the 
circumstances of the rebellion of 1798. 
I would remind the honourable Member 
that the leaders of that rebellion in the 
north of Ireland were not Catholics, but 
Protestants. But, Sir, one of the most 
extraordinary remarks I ever heard in 
this assembly was his declaration that 
what he called the strong incendiary 
speeches of my honourable Friend and 
Mr. Devlin, which were reported in the 
Nationalist papers on Tuesday morning, 
papers which Orangemen never read, 
were the cause of the attacks made upon 
the Nationalists, and upon the police, the 
previous evening. That is a species of 
reasoning the like of which I do not 
think it is in the memory of any man in 
this House to recollect. The fact is, disguise 
it as the honourable Member may, that 
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this was disgraceful conduct on the part 
of his political supporters in Belfast. From 
the contention of the honourable Member 
I understand that my honourable Friend 
behind me incited the law and order 
disciples of Shankhill Road and Island 
Main to go and attack the policemen. 
Although I have not had the privilege of 
reading my honourable Friend’s speech, 
I say that he never incited them to 
attack the police officers of that city. 
The honourable Member said further that 
it is a provocation to these gentlemen of 
Shankhill Road to bring policemen from 
outside into Belfast. I believe the con- 
tention is that Belfast is a model city 
in its loyalty to the British Crown; but 
if the sentiment of the city is so wonder- 
fully loyal, if the desire of the citizens 
is to uphold law and order, why should 
they have an animus against those who 
wear Her Majesty’s uniform? I put it 
to the honourable Gentleman, who is a 
man gifted with a great deal of intelli- 
gence, whether a lamer excuse than that 
could be addressed to this House. Iam 
satisfied that these gentlemen of Shankhill 
Road did not intend to attack the pro- 
cession. What they wanted was an 
opportunity of attacking the police, upon 
whom they made a murderous assault in 
1886. Under these circumstances | 
agree with my honourable Friend that 
the blame rests upon those who, knowing 
what the reputation of the Shankhill men 
has been in the past, did not take the 
necessary precautions to ensure the 
preservation of the peace. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The speech 
of the honourable Gentleman de- 
nounced in very severe terms the 
conduct of the Belfast mob. Nobody 
attempts to defend the action of 
the Belfast mob, and I will not 
waste further words upon that matter. 
The Motion of the honourable Member 
opposite had special reference to the 
inadequacy of the arrangements made by 
the city authorities and the executive 
government to preserve the peace and 
protect property; and it is only on that 
point I wish to address myself. It is not 
my business, as representing the Execu- 
tive, to defend in every point the action 
of the lecal authorities with whom the 
arrangements of the details of such cases 
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naturally and necessarily lay. It may 
be that their action was not in ail 
respects the most prudent, judging by 
the light of subsequent events; but the 
real question is whether any really grave 
error was committed, and whether any 
really important measure which ought 
to have been taken was not taken 
Well, now, in connection with this, let 
me remind the House that the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo has himeelf 
expressed over and over again the opinion 
that the procession itself was adequately 
protected. 


Mr. DILLON: I went further than 
that, and stated that, except in the 
interests of the public peace, the proces- 
sion needed no protection, being quite 
able to protect itself. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The proces- 
sion itself was quite able to defend itself. 
Of course, if the procession had been 
attacked, no doubt it would have re 
taliated. The riots that would have 
resulted I will leave the House to 
imagine. But as a matter of fact the 
procession went to Hannahstown and 
returned without any incidents, except 
such as the authorities were able to 
grapple with. The really serious rioting 
occurred after the return from Hannahs- 
town, when the procession had dispersed. 
The really serious rioting, as the honour- 
able Member has stated. was the attack 
upon the police, and not upon the pro- 
cession. The honourable Member for 
East Mayo said there was a certain 
number of extra police outside the town, 
and asked why they were not brought 
into the town. As the honourable 
Gentleman opposite knows, there is the 
strongest objection in Belfast to the in- 
troduction of police from the outside, 
but, so far as the Executive is concerned, 
no obstacle would have been placed in the 
way of the magistrates if they had wished 
to adopt that course. In fact, the offer 
was made and refused by the magistrate 
on the ground that such a step would 
be likely to increase the turmoil. The 
moment the riot became serious the 
military were sent for, and a troop of 
cavalry and 100 infantry appeared with- 
out further delay upon the scene. All 
the arrangements- were made for the 
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preservation of the peace by the Belfast 
magistrates, the Commissioner of Police 
and the general commanding the district. 
It was anticipated that it might be neces- 
sary to call in the assistance of the 
troops. They were confined to barracks 
all day, and were ready tc appear at a 
moment’s notice. They did appear, and 
cleared the streets, and shortly after 
their appearance the riot was quelled. 
No doubt one of the most remarkable 
things in connection with the riot was 
that, while the most intense animosity 
and hostility was shown against the 
police, no such animosity was shown 
against the troops. If the advice of the 
Executive had been followed in all 
respects, the magistrates would, from the 
first, have made a larger use of the 
troops, who would have been asked to 


block the streets at an_ earlier 
period. I regret myself that that 
was not done. If it had been 
done, I think the rioting, at all 
events, would have been diminished, 


if not prevented altogether. I am not 
prepared to say that in not taking the 
advice of the Executive the magistrates 
committed a great error of judgment. 
It is a debatable point, and it is known 
that the military have an objection to 
performing what are described as police 
duties. To form a cordon in the streets 
was naturally a duty more for the police 
than the military, and on that ground, 
probably, the general commanding was 
reluctant that the duty should be under- 
taken by the troops. Still, I regret that 
it was not undertaken by the troops 
from the first. Subsequently they were 
brought into request more than before, 
with perfectly satisfactory results. The 
honourable Member for East Mayo read 
a report from the 7'%imes, describing the 
tranquil state of things in Belfast last 
night. 


Mr. DILLON: The continuance of 
tranquillity depends upon the presence of 
the troops, and at any available oppor- 
tunity the police will probably be 
attacked again. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I earnestly 
trust that that will not be the case. Of 
course, at the present time there is still 
a great deal of excitement, and it is 
right to take all the precautions the 
circumstances call for. I am glad to say 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 
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that the tranquillity referred to by the 
honourable Member has continued. The 
last information which I have received is 
that everything passed off most satisfac- 
torily in Belfast last night; that there 
was no disturbance of the peace, that the 
military had been brought out ‘at an 
early hour in the evening to block the 
streets and support the police, and thai 
the same course will be followed this 
evening. I trust that special precau- 
tions will no longer be necessary. Now, 
let me say one word in conclusion. 


Mr. DILLON: The right honourable 
Gentleman has not referred at all to 
the battle of the Island men on Tuesday, 
when only four constables were on duty 
in a very dangerous locality. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
accept the honourable Gentleman’s state 
ment as correct until I have received 
information on the point. I may not 
make a statement to the House upon 
it. Nobody can regret more than the 
Executive this outbreak. I am certain 
that every right-minded man must con- 
demn in the strongest way the action of 
the Belfast crowd on this occasion. In 
my opinion the extraordinary animosity 
shown against tha police must have 
had some other origin than the speeches 
delivered on Monday afternoon. But 
whatever might be the cause of this 
feeling against the police in Belfast, I 
feel sure my honourable Friends will 
join with me in regretting the existence 
of this feeling, whatever the cause may 
be. The occurrences in Belfast were a 
discredit to a great commercial town, 
and I am sure they will be felt to be 
a discredit by all the respectable citizens 
of Belfast. I trust that all parties and 
all creeds in Belfast will endeavour to 
put an end for the future to such dis- 
turbances as have taken place there 
during the earlier part of the week. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry): 
I should like to refer to what I will 
describe as the peculiarly cowardly con- 
duct of the constituents of the honour- 
able Member for Belfast. They made 
no serious attack upon the procession ; 
they knew the procession could defend 
itself ; but when they found two police 
men in the street by themselves they 
attacked them and dj their best to 
murder them. They did not attack the 
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Catholic quarters, but when they found] future the law shall be the same for 


a Catholic house in the Protestant quar- 
ter without a sufficient force of police 
to protect it they attacked the house 
because they knew it was- safe sport. 
Under these circumstances I think for 
the honourable Member—who, perhaps 
of all Members of this House, has been 
the most studiously offensive for the last 
10 years in condemning Nationalist 
Members as having had share in 
any outrage committed in any part 
of lIreland—to rise in his _ seat 
and make the sort of half defensive 
and half condemnatory speech that he 
has made to-night, is a pretty comment 
on the sincerity of his long course of 
denunciations of the Nationalist Mem- 
bers. An honourable Member has said 
that there is a very natural feeling 
against the police, because they used 
their rifles, I must say, in self-defence, 
some 12 years ago. I confess that if 
that is to be considered an excuse— 
the honourable Member used the word 
“excuse”—for the conduct of these 
rioters ; if we are to be told in the House 
of Commons, by their representatives 
there, that that is an excuse for the 
attack on the police, it will be unfor- 
tunate. The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland does 
not understand how it was that the mob 
did not molest the soldiers on the with- 
drawal of the police. The reason is very 
simple. They think that when the 
soldiers come and the police are with- 
drawn they have beaten the police, and 
they treat their withdrawal as a victory. 
They look upon the policeman as their 
natural foe, and when they see that he 
is withdrawn and the soldiers put in his 
place they regard that as a sign of their 
victory. At the present moment the 
situation in Belfast is that the mob have 
beaten the police. I do not believe that 
is a very satisfactory situation from the 
point of view of the Executive Govern- 
ment. One thing may be mentioned. 
By a peculiar accident, some years ago 
in a private Bill the Corporation of 
Belfast excepted Belfast from the general 
law that prevails in the rest of Ireland 
as to compensation for such injuries as 
those caused to the 103 policemen in 
the town, but by an Amendment 
accepted to the Local Government Bill 
the Government have agreed that for the 





Belfast as for the rest of Ireland. But 
what I demand is that such provision 
shall be made retrospective, and those 
people of Belfast shall be made to pay, 
in the same way as the people in any 
other part of Ireland would have had to 
pay if they had done the same thing, for 
the ill-deeds of the crowd. 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): I am 
glad to think that this unfortunate riot 
in Belfast was not due in any way to 
the Nationalist Party. We have been 
accustomed for some time to denuncia 
tions of the Nationalist Members and of 
their constituents whenever any unfor- 
tunate disturbance occurs, and it is im- 
possible not to contrast the very un- 
favourable tone of the Debate towards 
the action of the mob in Belfast with the 
tone of the Debate whenever such an 
occurrence takes place in other districts 
of Ireland. Since I have been in this 
House, representing the Eastern Division 
of Clare, Nationalist Members have been 
subjected to denunciations of the fiercest 
kind when from time to time compara- 
tively small disturbances have occurred 
in the county towns; but here we have 
the fact acknowledged that in this case 
103 policemen were seriously injured by 
a riotous mob in Belfast. I must say 
that a deliberate attempt has been made 
to pass over the action of the mob that 
injured these policemen, simply because 
they are what is called “Loyalists” in 
Ireland. I ask anybody to imagine what 
would be the indignation expressed in 
this House by the supporters of the 
Government if news came to hand that 
in my constituency, or in the county of 
Cork, or in any part of Ireland, a riot 
had taken place whereby 103 policemen 
were seriously injured by a Nationalist 
mob? Not only would there be in- 
dignant references, not only in the House, 
but in every newspaper in England and 
Scotland, to the open lawlessness that 
prevails in Ireland, and which led to the 
wounding of 103 policemen, and it would 
be served up from day to day as an 
argument of the unfitness of the Nationa- 
list population for self-government and 
the management of their own affairs that 
they were liable from time to time to 
break out in this violent way and injure 
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many policemen who were simply trying 
to do their duty. But because this has 
taken place in Belfast apparently no indig- 
nation is to be expressed at the occurrence, 
I must say that Nationalist Members 
have sometimes been denounced for not 
having been, in the opinion of some per- 
sons, sufficiently outspoken in their 
denunciations of the disturbances and 
violence in the Nationalist portions of 
Ireland. However true that may be, I 
think that many English Members in 
this House not in sympathy with Home 
Rule must have listened with great sur- 
prise to the tone adopted by the honour- 
able Member for West Belfast in his 
speech on this matter. No one listening 
to that speech, no one reading that 
speech in print, can fail to see that it 
was, from beginning to end, an excuse 
for an attempt to palliate the action of 
this mob, which has committed what | 
must call this most unparalleled and un- 
exampled outrage upon the police force 
in Ireland. I have seen the police in the 
South and West of Ireland behaving, in 
my opinion, in a most unjustifiable way, 
but if the police there were assaulted in 
the same way as were the police in the 
streets of Belfast they would have used 
their firearms to protect themselves. I 
remember Mitchelstown, and I have heard 
the order given repeatedly to the police 
that if the mob did not desist they 
were to use their firearms. Such a thing 
could not have happened in the south 
or west of Ireland as 103 policemen being 
struck down without using their _ fire- 
arms, but because it has happened in 
the streets of Belfast, where the people 
who are the rioters are supposed to be 
the supporters of the Unionist Party, 
and whose representatives in this House 
are supporters of the Government, the 
unfortunate police are obliged to stand 
these assaults, and we never hear a 
whisper of anything in the shape of an 
order’ such as was given in other parts 
of Ireland—to unless order 
restored. I remember, some years ago, 
when there was a disturbance in the 
South of Ireland, and before the police 
were seriously attacked at all, the 
Government of that time sent a telegram 
to say that, if the police were assailed, 
they were not to hesitate to shoot. But 
these policemen in Belfast were obliged 


Mr. W. Redmond. 
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to stand, practically defenceless, in the 
streets, without using the weapons in 
their hands, while 103 of their number 
were struck down, and some of them 
seriously injured, by a riotous Orange 
mob. I can only say that I hope the 
opponents of the Nationalist Party in 
this House, and in the country, will take 
due cognisance of the fact that this riot 
has not been the result of the action of 
the Nationalist Party, and that, if 103 
policemen have been seriously injured, 
it has been the result of the action of the 
Orange mob. We are told that the 
Nationalist Party gave provocation by 
holding a procession in commemoration 
of what the majority of the people of Ire 
land consider to have been a_ gallant 
struggle of 100 years ago. This is the 
first time for 100 years that anything 
has been done in the way of celebrating 
the rebellion of 1798; but what have 
the Orangemen done? It is not only a 
centenary celebration they hold, but 
every year they hold demonstrations of 
the most provocative character. I regret 
these disturbances as much as any sup- 
porter of the Government, or anybody in 
this House, because everybody who 
comes from Ireland, whether from Cork, 
or Dublin, or Belfast, must regret to see 
reports in the newspapers of fierce and 
bloody combats in the streets amongst 
people who ought to, and would, under 
proper government and under normal 
circumstances, live together in good- 
fellowship as citizens of one country. We 
draw attention to the fact simply because 
it is our emphatic belief that these recur- 
ring riots in Belfast take place because 
the Government will not, in the case of 
Belfast, take proper steps to prevent them. 
How is it that in Belfast alone we have 
periodically these bloody riots in the 
streets? It is because the rioters in the 
city of Belfast have been taught, time 
after time, to believe that their action 
will be practically cloaked up by the 
Government of the day. [“No.”] Yes, 
; and that whatever damage they 
do will be as far as possible overlooked, 
because they are the supporters of the 
(fovernment and the Unionist party in 
England. We are told in a lofty manner 
by the Member for West Belfast that 
the police are rot popular in Belfast. 
Well, I must say that from a supporter 
of law and order, who has never done 
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railing at the Nationalists of Ireland, a 
statement of that description is rather 
startling. Why are the police not popa- 
lar in Belfast? Because the police in 
Belfast have the audacity to try and pre- 
vent sometimes lawless mobs of Orange- 
men from wrecking property and attack- 
ing houses. No doubt the police ought 
not to behave in that way to the Orange- 
men, Ifthe Nationalists meet together to 
promote any cause that they may think 
good, the police should attack them, bur 
to interfere with the sacred rights of 
Orangemen to demonstrate against the 
lives and the properties of their Roman 
Catholic fellow-countrymen that is a 
thing which the police ought not to have 
the audacity to do; and because they 
have done it more or less in a weak way 
—for they are not allowed to take strong 
action—because they have done so, they 
are unpopular. Well, truly such senti- 
ments, coming from the Unionist repre 
sentative of the loyal city of Belfast, 
must strike many Members of this House 
as being somewhat startling. Of course, 
if I, for instance, the representative of 
what is described as the wild and the 
lawless district of the county of Clare, 
were to say that the police were not 
popular in Clare, my statement would be 
received as evidence of the terrible state 
of affairs which existed in my constitu- 
ency ; but surely we never expect to hear 
sentiments of that kind coming from the 
loyal representative of the citizens of 
West Belfast. I charge the Government 
here with not having taken proper steps 
to prevent these attacks upon the Catho- 
lic population cf Belfast. It is all non- 
sense to tell me that they left it in the 
hands of the local authorities in Belfast. 
I say that if there was the slightest pros- 
pect of a serious disturbance with the 
population in the city of Limerick, or 
Cork, or Dublin, the Government would 
have taken very good care to flood the 
place with police, to station them every: 
where, and to put down in the strongest 
possible way any riot long before it 
reached the proportion of having 103 
policement stricken to the ground. But 
they took absolutely no precautions in 
the city of Belfast, and I say that while 
the Orangement of Belfast are to be con- 
demned for their reckless and outrageous 
conduct, disgracing the name of Irish- 
men, the Government is to be condemnec 
also because they did not take proper 
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steps to check the Orange rioters. They 
cannot say in this House that they did 
not expect what took place. Time after 
time there have been bloody riots in the 
city of Belfast. It is well known that 
the inhabitants of the Orange districts 
have, year after year, and time after time, 
disgraced their city by their onslaughts 
upon their Catholic fellow-citizens. ‘The 
Government had plenty of reason to 
believe what might take place. But, no; 
because it was in the loyal city of Belfast, 
and because the Government did not care 
to do anything that might perhaps em- 
barrass or annoy their supporters, the 
Member for Belfast and the other gentle- 
men who represent those civilised con- 
stituencies in the north of Ireland 
take no action at all; and I say 
that the fact that 103 policemen 
have been assaulted, that houses have 
been wrecked, is indirectly the result of 
what I must call the criminal apathy of 
the Government in refusing to take steps 
to protect the Catholic inhabitants of 
the city of Belfast. Mr. Speaker, I speak 
somewhat warmly upon this matter 
because I have, perhaps more than most 
Members, some idea of what these terrible 
riots are. I myself represented an 
Ulster constituency for seven years in 
this House, the chief town of which is 
Enniskillen, in the county of Fermanagh, 
and I have seen these riots take place ; I 
have seen the terrible results of those 
riots ; and I feel my responsibility as a 
Member of this House after seven years’ 
experience of an Ulster constituency. I 
say deliberately if Ulster has been signal- 
ised for ferocious rioting it is not the 
result, of division in religious feeling ; it 
is absolutely because it has been the 
settled policy of the Government, in deal- 
ing with the disturbances of the peace 
in Ulster, to give, directlv or indirectly, 
circulation to the idea held by the Orange- 
men throughout Ulster that the Govern- 
ment will deal lightly with them, and 
that, after all, if they do riot, they 
are rioting in a good cause, that they are 
supporters of the Union, and that they 
are letting the world see that there are 
some Orangemen who are not Homa 
Rulérs at any rate. And if you go 
through Ulster what will you find? You 
will find, travelling from place to place, 
that the tone of their minds is that, 
although rioting, of course, is a bad 
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thing, still when they come up with the'r 
brickbats and their missiles and attack 
the houses of Catholics, and wreck their 
property and take stolen drink to their 
homes, that they are not merely acting 
as ordinary rioters, but that they are 
showing that they are supporters of the 
Union, that they are enemies of Home 
Rule, and that, though Cork and Limerick 
and the rest of Ireland may be solid for 
Home Rule, there are some loyal hearts 
still left in Unionist Ulster. Well, hon- 
curable Gentlemen may think that that is 
an exaggerated statement. Perhaps it 
is—perhaps I may be wrong; but I give 
it to the House as my deliberate opinion 
after my experience as a Member for 
Ulster. What is the remedy? I say that 
a remedy has not been applied by the 
Government in this case. The remedy is 
this: let the Government in power, be it 
Liberal or Tory, have it thoroughly under- 
stood in Ulster that Orange rioters will 
be treated with a severe hand as National 
destroyers ; and if they do these riots will 
speedily come to an end. It is not only 
the riot that took place in Belfast the 
other day, but I believe the riot in Belfast 
was stimulated by another riot which 
occurred in Ulster a few days—perhaps a 
week—before that, when an Orange mob 
broke in upon the tomb of a Catholic 
patriot that had been erected at consider- 
able cost. They levelled it with hammers, 
they broke the stone, they tore down the 
railings, and they wrecked several houses 
in Ballynahinch, in the north of Ireland. 
What was the result? Some petty attempt 
was made to prosecute them ; some show 
was made by the Government. The 
result was that no strong action was taken 
against these men. What was the result? 
You have the result in the more 
serious, the more extensive, riots 
which took place in the city of 
Belfast the day. Rightly or 
wrongly—TI believe rightly—Orangemen 
have the idea that they will not be treated 
severely the simply 
because they are on the side of the 
Government in politics. When these riots 
take place in Belfast, it is as right 
to tell your policemen to unsling their 


other 


by Government, 


rifles and level them against Orangemen 
#g against rioters in Clare, and Cork, and 
Limerick, and the west of Ireland: and 
Mr. W. Redmond. 
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when you do that, Ulster will no 
longer be signalised as being the one 
spot in Ireland which, though largely 
Unionist, at the same time enjoys the 
unenviable notoriety of being the scene 
of the most disgraceful and the most 
bloody riots which have ever taken place 
in any portion of our country. There is 
no use, I suppose, in pressing this matter 
further upen the Government than to say 


that the damage is now done. Those 
103 policemen—victims of Orange 


rowdyism—must, I suppose, get well as 
best they can. The Government failed to 
take proper precautions, but if they have 
any sincere desire to put down this kind 
of thing in Belfast in the future, I chal- 
lenge them to call upon the local 
authorities to take such vigorous steps 
against every one of those Orange rioters 
as will teach them a lesson that they 
cannot be allowed with impunity, simply 
because they are Conservatives, to turn 
the streets of the city of Belfast into 
scenes of violence of the most disgraceful 
kind. Punish them well ; send to gaol for 
as long a term as you would send any un- 
fortunate peasant farmer in the west and 
south-west of Ireland whe might incur 
|the displeasure of the Government for 
making a struggle for his home. I hold 
that, in justice and in fairness, every 
paper in England should pay particular 
attention to the fact that in this riot 
in Belfast 103 policemen have been 
stricken down, not by a Nationalist, but 
by an Orange mob, and that no steps 
were taken to prevent them. What 
would have been the result if the riots 
had taken place in this country! If the 
riot had taken place in Manchester or 
Birmingham, and 103 policemen, or 
other officers of the law, in trying to do 
their duty were seriously injured and 
taken to the hospital in an almost dying 
condition—if news of that description 
came from your large centres of popula- 
tion—there would be unanimous censure 


upon the Government for not having 
taken proper measures to protect the 
officers of the law. You would have 


insisted that the Government should deal 
out adequate and strong punishment to 
the rioters. I call upon them, in the 
interests of the peace of Ireland, to take 
such steps as will make these Orange 
rioters feel for the future that there is 
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not one law for them and another law for 
the unfortunate men who incur the dis- 
pleasure of the Government in other 
portions of Ireland besides Ulster. 


On the return of Mr. Speaker after 
the usual interval, 


Mr. Swirt MacNegi (Donegal, 8.), who 
was left in possession of the House, not 
being in his place, 


Question put— 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 


Motion negatived without a Division. 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Commit- 
tee on Trade, etc. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 233.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Committee to be printed. [No. 233.] 


Bill, as amended by the Standing Com- 
mittee, to be taken into consideration 
upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 242.] 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


oa 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That the Order for Committee be dis- 
charged, and that the Bill be referred to a 
Select Committee of seventeen Members.” 
—(Mr. Graham Murray.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Leave out ‘seventeen Members,’ and insert 
‘the Members representing the constituencies in 
Scctland, with fifteen other Members to be 
added by the Committee of Selection.’”—( Mr. 
Pirie.) 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I must 
join issue at once with the state- 
ment made yesterday by the First Lord 
of the Treasury that this was an uncon- 
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troversial matter. I think, on the con- 
trary, that the composition and constitu- 
tion of this Committee is decidedly a 
matter for controversy, and I cannot, 
therefore, admit the accuracy of the First 
Lord’s statement when he said that the 
privilege of allowing such a Committee 
as this to be appointed at a time when 
no controversial business could come 
before the House—was in no way unpre- 
cedented. I think that there is a very 
great subject of controversy as to the 
constitution of this Commitee, both as 
regards its composition and its powers. 
We are asked to agree to a Committee, 
and no means are given to us through 
the action of the Government in bring- 
ing it up at times when no opposed busi- 
ness could be taken—no opportunity is 
given to the Members of this House of 
obtaining any details as to its constitu 
tion. We are asked simply to accept the 
Motion without any discussion at all, 
simply because the Government requests 
us to do so. I do not think, Sir, that 
the treatment which Scottish questions 
have had this Session from the Govern 
ment is such that we should even stretch 
any point at all in their favour. But 
apart from this, our duty to our con- 
stituents in Scotland does not allow Scot- 
tish Members to sanction the appoint 
ment of a Committee in which the prin- 
ciple for which we have always contended 
as far as Scottish questions are concerned 
is not recognised, and that principle is, 
that on all Scottish questions Scottish 
opinion shall be predominant. That is 
really the object which has induced me 
to put this Amendment on the Paper. 
The question naturallv arises : Whose in- 
terests are really at stake in this Bill? 
It is interesting to remember the Debate 
which took place on the second reading 
of this Bill, and the opinions which were 
expressed on both sides of the House 
regarding it. Now, Sir, we were told by 
the First Lord of the Treasury that the 
opposition to this Bill came principally 
from this side of the House. Those who 
remember the second reading will recol- 
lect that the right honourable Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose conclusively 
pointed out to the First Lord of the 
Treasury that he was completely wrong 
in that statement. The opposition to 
this Bill came principally from Members 
on the Government side of the House; 
from Members representing the Chair- 
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men of Committees, Parliamentary bar- 
risters, and railway interests, and those 
were the interests which honourable 
Gentlemen were now asked to believe 
were really most at stake in this Bill. 
I venture to say, Sir, that the interests 
which are most at stake in this Bill—that 
is, the present interests—are those of the 
Scottish taxpayers and ratepayers. Scot- 
tish institutions, too, are vitally affected 
by this Bill. There are other reasons, Sir, 
why J think that the Amendment which 
I have proposed is pre-eminently a justi- 
fiable one. Scotland is to be made the 
subject of an experiment. I am perfectly 
ready to admit that, and I hope to see, 
if this Bill does come into operation, 
that it will eventually be able to be ex- 
tended to other parts of the United King- 
dom. I am, therefore, quite prepared 
to admit that other interests must be 
recognised, and it is for that purpose 
that I provide in my Amendment that— 


“Fifteen other Members be added by the 
Committee of Selection.” 


But, supposing for a moment, Sir, that 
it is not exclusively a Scottish matter. 
I should like to ask if we as Scottish 
Members are not to be equally entrusted 
and have equal confidence placed in us 
as regards the guardians of public good 
and the welfare of the United Kingdom 
as will be placed in English Members 
when they are asked to exercise an ex- 
clusive right over matters which are not 
exclusively English. I say that there is 
no more reason why Scottish Members 
should not be entrusted with a pre 
dominant voice in matters which are 
not exclusively Scotch than that English 
Members should almost invariably have 
the predominant voice over matters not 
entirely connected with England. Again, 
I say that my proposition would really 
expedite matters. It would have the 
effect of sending back the Bill from Com- 
mittee to this House, after having passed 
through a Committee which would com- 
mand the confidence of Members of this 
House, and thereby seriously diminish 
the amount of discussion which will be 
required on this Bill when it is returned 
to this House. I would further say, Sir, 
that a very radical reform is essential 
before it can be possibly acceptable to 
the people of Scotland, and for that rea- 
gon it should go before an influential 


Mr. Pirie. 
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Committee which may be able to change 
it in accordance with the wishes of the 
Scotch people. My object has never been 
to defeat this Bill, but very much the 
reverse. I came down to the Second 
Reading of this Bill knowing that it was a 
very bad Bill, and I did my best to sug- 
gest improvements. Criticisms were 
applied to this Bill by the honourable 
Member for Dundee, who compared it 
with other Measures, and he said that it 
could only be properly compared in 
its evil and bad qualities to the 
first Education Bill of this Government. 
And yet, knowing this, Icame down to-day 
prepared to register my vote in favour 
of the Second Reading. I have to say 
that I consider that when Scottish Mem- 
bers are applied to to vote for a Measure 
which they know is really wrong—it is a 
most lamentable confession to have to 
make to this House, and yet this is due 
to the necessities of private Bill proce- 
dure in this country—I say that it ‘s 
not at all creditable that such a state of 
affairs should exist. I must say that it 
shows, considering the short time that 
this Bill has been before the House, a 
great want of sincerity and confidence on 
the part of the Government as to their 
intentions regarding this Bill. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem- 
ber is departing from the scope of the 
Bill, and is out of order. 
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Mr. PIRIE: I bow to your ruling, Sir, 
and I will keep to the point. To show 
that the Amendment I am proposing will 
be of a normal character, I have precedents 
without number which I can state in 
order to show that on every reform of 
Scotch questions similar motions have 
been made by Scotch Members. The hon- 
ourable Member for West Aberdeenshire 
has, on more than one occasion, moved 
Motions to a similar effect. I have the 
precedent of the private Bill brought in 
by the Conservative Government of 1891, 
in which, Sir, exactly, almost word for 
word, the same proposition was moved by 
the honourable Member for Leith, but 
the Committee to which this private Bill 
of the Conservative Government of 1891 
applied consisted of all Scotch represent- 
atives. and 30 other Members added by 
the Committee of Selection. I have been 
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told that my proposition is a novel one, 
but I would draw the attention of the 
House to a speech—and I will read but 
a few words of it—of Mr. Hunter, who 
spoke to the House on this subject as to 
whether this Bill should be referred to 
a Committee composed exclusively of 
Scotch Members with 13 English Mem- 
bers. He said— 


“The point is not whether the Committee 
is to consist of 20 or 100 persons, but whether 
it is to be a Committee representing Scottish 
and Liberal opinion or English and Tory 
opinion.” 


He also said, Sir— 


“The question is whether Scotsmen are to 
have their own way or not?” 


This is what I am contending, Sir, in the 
Amendment which I have put on the 
Paper. I desire to say, in conclusion, that 
before I decide as to whether I shall press 
this Amendment to a Division, or not, I 
wish to ask for some information as to 
the intention of the Government as to 
the proposed composition of their Select 
Committee of 13 Members. I wish to 
know whether there is to be a substan- 
tial majority of Scotch Members on that 
Committee. It is with the view of elicit- 
ing this information from the Govern- 
ment as to their intention with regard 
to the Select Committee that I have placed 
this Amendment on the Paper, and there- 
fore I beg leave to move my Amendment. 


Mr. BIRRELL (Fife, W.) in seconding 
the Amendment said that this was a 
Measure in which Scotch interests were 


‘largely affected. But although the whole 


of Scotland was anxious that a cheaper 
and. more expeditious method than that 
which at present existed of dealing with 
their private business should be discovered 
it had by no means made up its mind as 
to what machinery should be adopted for 
the purpose of the Bill. If Scotland was 
to be satisfied with the Bill, it was neees- 
sary that she should be the predominant 
partner, as it were, in the matter. If the 
Lord Advocate had thought fit when 
moving for the Committee, he could have 
determined the manner in which the 
Committee should be constituted. He 
(Mr. Birrell) had no passionate desire to 
see all the Scotch Members assemble in 
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one room as a Committee, Such an 
assembly might be almost too august for 
human eyes to contemplate. If the 
Committee had to do the work which was 
alluded to in the speech which was made 
upon the Second Reading, he was not at 
all sure whether it would not be better 
to see if some means could not be dis- 
covered by which it would be possible to 
reform the rules for private procedure of 
this House, so as to satisfy the Scotch 
Members without taking the control away 
from Parliament altogether. He thought 
that Scotland was entitled to a predomin- 
ance of opinion. It was not in any way a 
party question, and the opinions of Scotch 
Members on both sides of the House 
ought to be brought to bear upon it. If 
the Committee was put forward without 
the security of Scotch opinion it was per- 
fectly certain that its report would 
not be received with much respect in 
Scotland. 


*Mr. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn): I 
wish to support the Government proposal 
upon this occasion. There is one thing I 
desire even more than a Scotch Com- 
mittee, and that is the success of this 
Bill. The question is complicated by the 
marked divergency in the opinions of the 
Scotch Members, and the country itself, 
in regard to these proposals. As we all 
know, the Debates in this House were 
curtailed by previous business, there was 
no full opinion of the Scotch Members, 
nor had Scotland time to give its opinion 
to its representatives. The country at 
large is deeply interested in everything 
which may tend toreform the private pro- 
cedure. We are not living in a political 
Garden of Eden, and everybody who 
knows what a Scotch Committee means 
must know that August would come 
before any conclusion was arrived at m 
this matter, and it would not be disposed 
of until the Greek Kalends. The Scotch 
corporations and counties look to the 
Government to carry this matter to a 
successful conclusion. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): The 
speeches in favour of the Second Reading 
of this Bill show that while the principle 
of the Measure is approved by the House 
there is a great divergency of opinion as 


sf 
hy 
be 
a! 
mae 
el 
‘= 
? 
| 
4 








1227 =©Private Bill Procedure 
to the detail, and there is a pretty general 
view that it ought to be sent to a Select 
Committee. The question we have now to 
consider is what kind of Select Committee 
should it be sent to. Now it is suggested 
that it should be submitted to a Scotch 
Committee of 17 Members, but we are 
not told, as is usually the case, whether 
a@ proportion of these Members is to be 
selected by the House and so many by the 
Committees of Scotland. In the second 
place we are not told whether this Select 
Committee is for the purpose of collecting 
evidence in regard to the views of the 
people of Scotland. The Lord Advocate 
and the Government would hardly have 
expected us to come here upon the ques- 
tion of a Select Committee without a word 
of explanation as to how the Committee 
is to be formed. A great deal will 
depend upon the view which the Govern- 
ment take as to the functions of the Select 
Committee. If it be for the purpose of 
taking evidence and hearing the opinion 
of Scotland with regard to the tribunal 
to be set up in that country, then we may 
very well admit that a good deal may be 
said in favour of a Committee of 17 Mem- 
bers, because obviously if you are going 
to take evidence and inform yourselves 
upon this subject, 17 Members would be 
& most appropriate number for the Com- 
mittee. Ifthe Committee is not to take 
evidence, then, of course, another ques- 
tion arises. The opinion of the Scotch 
Members is this, that the opinion of Scot- 
land upon a Measure of this kind should 
be ascertained by a Committee. Now. 
we must look at the matter from one of 
two points of view. Either the Select 
Committee must be formed to hear evi- 
dence or ascertain the views of Scotland 
through evidence taken before the Com- 
mittee, or else you should ascertain the 
views of the people of Scotland through 
her representatives, who will deal with 
the Bill from a purely Scotch point of 
view. What is the principle of the Bill 
to which the Second Reading has been 
assented to? The principle of the Bill is 
that so far as private Bill legislation 
affecting Scotland is concerned, it should 
be separated entirely from Imperial 
private Bill legislation, that it should 
be placed upon national lines, and 
a tribunal should be set up in 
Scotland which would deal with purely 
Scotch private Bill 


Mr. Caldwell. 


legislation quite 
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apart from the Imperial Parliament. 
We are now separating Scotch Measures 
from the Imperial Measures, and setting 
up a tribunal in Scotland. That raises 
the question, who are the Select Com- 
mittee who are to deal with the subject? 
We all agree with tho principle of the 
Bill; but it is a question of machinery. 
The object of it is to establish a body 
in Scotland to take the place of legisla- 
tion in this House, and in the House of 
Lords—to set up a new tribunal in Scot- 
land. Obviously that tribunal should be 
set up in accordance with Scotch opinion, 
and those and 
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by cognisant con- 
versant with the Scotch mode of 
procedure and Scotch administration. 
Therefore, if you are to remit 


this matter, this purely Scotch question, 
and set up this Scotch machinery in 
Scotland, what do English Members 
know with regard to Scotch procedure, 
municipal legislation, and matters of 
that sort that are involved? I say that 
so far as the Committee are concerned, 
if we are to establish a body in Scotland, 
that body should be composed and know 
the wants and sentiments of the people. 
As I said, there is no objection to the 
principle of the Bill, and this is not a 
matter of Party politics. It has been 
pointed out that this Select Committee 
practically can do anything. But the 
Select Committee will accomplish noth- 
ing except this, that it will only give 
you the opinion of Scotland as regards 
the proposal to set up a Scotch tribunal. 
Parliament will have full control over 
every step in the progress of a Bill, 
from the Second Reading to its close. 
It may be maintained that in remitting 
the matter to Scotch Members there is 
a danger to the Union. Nothing of the 
kind. It will be for this Select €om- 
mittee to go over the Bill and remodel 
it in accordance with what they believe 
to be Scotch opinion. That is a very 
important matter. What we ask you to 
do is to send a Bill to a Select Com- 
mittee of the Scotch Members, and then, 
having ascertained what is the opinion 
of the Scotch Members upon that Mea- 
sure, the Government are in no way 
bound: to carry out the recommendations 
of the Scotch Members. That will in no 
way commit us to anything the Select 
Committee may do; therefore the whole 
point we insist upon is this, that in a 
matter relating entirely to Scotland. the 
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Select Committee should be a committee 
of experts who have a knowledge of 
Scotch law procedure, and are able to 
consider the matter from the Scotch point 
of view. We object, in the case of Scot- 
land, to this fact, that we are in this 
peculiar position, that we are allowed to 
have our say as regards Imperial ques 
tions, we are not prevented by this 
Government in particular from having 
our say in Scotch Bills. Take last year. 
You had a large Bill affecting public 
health, a matter purely of detail. The 
result was we had a limited number of 
Scotch Members on that Committee, 
but the great majority were English and 
Irish Members who did not attend the 
Committee. Scotch Members who were 
not on the Committee had an equal 
right to be heard on those questions 
with those who were on the Com- 
mittee, and you nominally kept 
English and Irish Members on the Com- 
mittee, and kept Scotch Members off who 
had every right to have a say on the 
subject. During this Session, on Friday 
last, the Poor Law of Scotland Bill came 
up. It deals with important things in 
the law, and when it goes to the Stand- 
ing Committee the majority of Scotch 
Members are excluded. The matter con- 
cerns Scotland, and does not concern any 
other portion of the United Kingdom. 
I remember when Lord Advocate 
Macdonald was in office he carried his 
Burgh Police Bill through Committee, and 


‘that was a Committee composed of Scotch 


Members, with only one or two other 
Members of the House. Anyone who sits on 
a Committee on Scotch Bills knows there 
is no such thing as Party in questions of 
that sort; it does not arise at all. It 
may be said that this Bill makes an 
important change with regard to the 
procedure of the House, and therefore it 
is necessary to have other Members cf 
the House on the Committee as well as 
Scotch Members. But let me point out 
that there is no change whatever in the 
procedure of this House. From the 
moment a Scotch Bill comes from the 
Scotch Office there is, according to your 
Bill, no change in the existing procedure. 
We ought to have Scotch opinion repre 
sented. You are going to set up this 
Committee with a view of taking evi- 
dence, and if you do that I venture to 
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say that the opinion of the people of 
Scotland should be heard through the 
medium of a full representation of Scotch 
Members on that Committee. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovr, Manchester, 
E.): I should not have thought that 
among the many accusations which have 
been levelled, or may be levelled, against 
the Government there should have been 
the desire attributed to them to deprive 
the honourable Member of a fair share of 
the discussion of Scottish matters in the 
House. Certainly the last thing I could 
wish is that any Scotch Member should 
be silenced, and it would be the last 
thing we should succeed in doing if there 
was any such intention with regard to 
the honourable Member who has just 
spoken. I cannot think that the mover 
of the Amendment seriously proposed to 
press it to a Division. I gather that he 
did not intend that, and the speech made 
by the seconder confirmed me in that 
estimate of the Parliamentary position. 
Indeed, as the Motion stands, the House 
could not accept it, for it amounts to a 
proposal for a Select Committee of 87 
Members, each one competent to examine 
witnesses, and do the work which is often 
found to overburden the energies of Com- 
mittees of 17 Members. A Select Com- 
mittee of 87 Members was obviously an 
absurdity. The work of a Committee of 
such a size could only be conducted on 
Grand Committee rules. The suggestion 
made by the Scotch Members on the 
Second Reading of the Bill was not that 
the Measure should be sent to a Grand 
Committee, but to a Select Committee. 
One of the objects in sending it to a 
Select Committee was to expedite the 
taking of evidence. I take it that the 
Motion as it stands would receive no 
favour from any part of the House, and 
I doubt whether the honourable Member 
wishes seriously to see it carried into effect. 
There have been occasions when the sug- 
gestion that Scotch Bills should be 
refered to a Committee entirely com- 
posed of Scotchmen have led to great 
constitutional Debates, and if the 
present suggestion had been the 
we should so far revolutionise the 
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Parliamentary system, I should have 
been obliged, not for the first time, 
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to have addressed to the House an 
elaborate argument against what I 


should regard as a revolution in our 
Parliamentary system injurious to every 
part of the United Kingdom, but most of 
all to Scotland. As I understand it, the 
question is whether or not upon this 
Committee Scotch opinion is to be fully 
represented. Well, Sir, I confess that 
when I came into this House a few 
moments ago I did not know what the 
composition of this Committee was to 
be. As is well known to every Member 
of this House, the method of arranging 
these Select Committees is for the Whip 
of each Party to name the Members of his 
Party who are to form a portion of the 
Committee. The composition as to the 
parties being fixed by unalterable rule, 
I should have thought that instead of 
moving this Amendment it would have 
been sufficient if inquiry had been made 
of the Whips as to whether Scotch 
opinion was to be fully represented upon 
it. Had the answer not been satisfactory, 
I would almost venture to suggest that 
the proper time for taking objection was 
not when the Motion was put down in 
the ordinary form, as we have it on the 
Paper, but when, on a _ subsequent 
occasion, the names were before the 
House and came up seriatim to be voted 
upon. However, as honourable Gentle 
men opposite have not thought fit to 
take that course, but wish to obtain 
information, as, I think, somewhat 
prematurely, as to the composition of 
the Committee, I am informed that the 
Committee, as settled at present, is as 
follows:—The Lord Advocate, Mr. 
Anstruther, Mr. Courtney, Sir C. 
Dalrymple, Mr. Gordon, Mr. Renshaw, 
Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. McKillop, Mr. 
Thorburn, Mr. Wortley, Mr. Blake, Sir T. 
Carmichael, Mr. Caldwell, Dr. Clark, 
Mr. Crombie, Mr. J. H. Lewis, and Sir 
Robert Reid. That is a very Scotch 
Committee, and I think it is a very able 
and a very competent Committee. That 
may be a matter of opinion, but that it 
is a very Scotch Committee is not a 
matter of opinion—it is a mere question 
of statistics. And, now, having told the 
House the Committee provisionally 
decided on by the authorities to whom 


The First Lord of the Treasury. 
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we are to entrust these weighty decisions, 
I hope they will permit this Motion to 
be adopted, reserving any further com- 
mentary until the names are submitted. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Sir, the 
speech of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury 
affords ample justification for moving 
this Amendment. Even yet we have 
not got sufficient information as 
to the policy of the Government. 
When this question was before the 
House, and we agreed’ to the Second 
Reading of the Bill, it was on the under- 
standing that it was to come before a 
Select Committee. At that time 


we 
wanted to know the character of the 
Select Committee, and we wanted to 


know whether it would be a Committee 
of Members of both Houses, because it 
affected the interests of both Houses, and 
ought to be considered by them. Then 
we had this Motion put down without 
any information; and I cannot under- 
stand how the Lord Advocate could have 
come here for the purpose of passing it as 
an unopposed Measure when he knew, or 
ought to have known, that on every occa- 
sion during the last 15 years,we have al- 
ways had a very prolonged Debate upon it. 
Now, Sir, I do not know what the func- 
tion of the Committee is to be. Perhaps 
when the Lord Advocate speaks he will 
tell us what the Committee is intended 
to do. This is not a new subject at all. 
Ten years ago the matter was pressed 
by the then Conservative Government, of 
which the right honourable Gentleman 
was a prominent Member, and the first 
thing they did was to have an inquiry 
before legislation. We had a Joint Com- 
mittee of both Houses, and they reported 
as to the special mode of procedure. 
When a Bill was brought in to carry 
out that Report, a Select Committee was 
appointed in exactly the same phrase- 
ology, except that there were 21 Mem- 
bers instead of 17. Well, now, if we 
are going to have this Bill sent to a 
Committee, and one brought back in a 
shape which will pass the Committee 
stage of this House, and the Report stage, 
and afterwards be adopted, I am very 
strongly in favour of this Motion, but it 
ought to be done by the Scotch Members, 
because the Bill solely 
interests. 


affects Scotch 
As far as this question is 
concerned, I am astonished at the remark 
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made by the right honourable Gentleman. 
He is generally very accurate, but to- 
night he has made a complete slip, be 
cause this Measure of Procedure which 
he so strongly condemns was brought in 
by a Government of which he was a very 
influential Member. There was a Bill 
brought in for Scotch purposes in 1889, 
but then the late Lord Advocate 
put down a Motion to refer it to 
a Committee of 21 Members. He 
put down the names of all the Members, 
and they were all Scotch Members. The 
only difference was that between the 
appointment of the Committee and the 
sitting of the Committee, the Solicitor 
General, who was a member, was 
appointed a judge, and the honourable 
Baronet the Member for Ipswich [Sir C. 
Dalrymple], who up till then had been 
a Scotch Member, was put on as an 
expert. The same thing occurred in 
1886 and 1887, when a Unionist Govern- 
ment was in power. But this procedure, 
though begun by a Conservative Govern- 
ment, has been applied both by Conser- 
vative and Liberal Governments. What 
is the proportion of the Committee from 
the names read by the right honourable 
Gentleman to-night? There will be on 
this Committee of 17 five Scotch Liberal 
Members. You will appreciate the pro- 
portion when I mention that there are 40 
Scotch Members on this side of the 
House, and 32 sitting on the other side. 
With a proportion of 40 out of 72, there 
are only five Liberal Scotch Members out 
of 17 on the Committee. Now, Sir, 
reverting again to the function of the 
if the function of the Com- 
mittee is to make inquiry, that means 
that you are not going to pass the Bill— 
indeed, you cannot possibly pass it— 
this Session. If you are going to inquire 
as to what has occurred in the procedure 
of the House during the last 10 years, as 
to the time taken by private Bills, and 
other particulars, it will probably be dis- 
covered that things have changed. If 
that is to be the function of the Com- 
mittee, I can understand that there ought 
to be both English, Welsh, and Irish, as 
well as Scotch, Members upon it. I, for 
one do not object at all to the principle 
of the Bill, and I am thoroughly in favour 
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of there being local inquiry. My right 
honourable Friend the Member for the 
Stirling Burghs [Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman], on behalf of Scotch Mem- 
bers some years ago, when a previous Bill 
was brought in by a Conservative 
Government of the same character, said, 
on behalf of Scotch Members, that they 
would be perfectly willing to agree to it 
if you had a Joint Committee of Lords 
and Commons going down to Scotland 
and making inquiries—two from this 
House and two from the other; and I 
believe the Leaders of the Liberal Party 
are perfectly willing to agree to the same 
terms. But this is an entirely different 
proposal altogether, and probably the 
Bill will be strongly opposed. Well, now, 
I think the House ought to know exactly 
what the function of the Committee is 
to be. There is no instruction to inquire ; 
and if the Government are going to have 
10 Members and the Opposition seven on 
this Committee, they may be able to 
vote down any Motion which is made by 
the minority, while the Bill may be 
thrashed into shape according to the will 
of the majority. One word with regard 
to public opinion in Scotland. I think 
public opinion in Scotland is in favour 
of some legislation, but public opinion 
wishes to be informed as to the character 
of the Measure. As has been said in the 
course of the Debate this evening, 
Scotch Members have always held that 
matters affecting Scotland ought to be 
primarily in the hands of Scotch Mem- 
bers. If there are English, Irish, or Welsh 
Members who are experts on some ques- 
tions, we should be very glad to have 
them, and to have their evidence and 
assistance. As the Committee is at present 
constituted, however, it will be difficult to 
tell what the opinion of Scotland is. 
In the circumstances, unless we get some 
clear and explicit statement as to the 
functions of the Bill, my honourable 
Friend will persevere with his Amend- 
ment. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfar): We have 
no desire to protract the proceedings on 
this motion, but surely it is fair to point 
out that the whole of the discussion upon 
the Second Reading of this Bill was 
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taken entirely out of the hands of the 
Scotch Members, and that the Debate 
became a discussion dealing with the 
whole question of the private Bill pro- 
cedure of this House, and not with the 
point relating to the operations of that 
which relates exclusively to Scotland. 
The critics may be divided into two cate- 
gories. In the first place, there were 
those who were perfectly contented with 
the present private Bill procedure in this 
House. On the other hand, there were 
those who were not contented with the 
procedure. I feel that there is a neces- 
sity for considering this subject, and, if 
it is to be treated with consideration and 
care, and its importance recognised by 
this House, we may reasonably ask the 
right honourable Gentleman the Lord 
Advocate for a little more explanation and 
information about this Committee, and 
the purposes for which it is to be ap- 
pointed. I am sorry to be importunate, 
but the right honourable Gentleman will 
admit that on June 9, within two months 
of the end of the Session, it is asking 
more than can reasonably be expected 
that this Bill should go to a Committee 
such as was outlined in the Debate on the 
Second Reading and then pass through 
all its stages in both Houses and become 
law at the end of this Session. I would 
respectfully ask whether Her Majesty’s 
Government are really going to attempt 
to remodel all the private Bill procedure 
of this House, or if the project of the 
Government is to be limited to an en- 
deavour to beat this Bill into a shape 
which will then be presented to the 
House as acceptable and as suited to the 
people of Scotland. If the first is the 
purpose of the Government, if they are 
seriously going to undertake an inquiry 
into the whole private Bill procedure of 
this House—an inquiry, perhaps, involv- 
ing a change in the private Bill proce- 
dure not only for Scotland, but for other 
parts of the United Kingdom—then I 
am heartily with the right honourable 
Gentleman, and shall be glad of another 
opportunity of furthering the project of 
the Government. But if this scheme, 
which was condemned by experts and by 
those well acquainted with the private Bill 
procedure of the House, and is one of 
several schemes which have proved abor- 
tive, is to be submitted to a Select Com- 
mittee in order, with the force which the 
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Government has at command, that it 
should be more or less made into a prac- 
ticable shape to be submitted to the 
House, and in some way redeem the 
pledges which the Government perfectly, 
honestly, and wisely took on this subject, 
I think we are entitled to question the 
purpose which the Government has in 
view. I would ask the right honourable. 
Gentleman the Lord Advocate to believe 
that some of us on this side of the House 
are perfectly honest in our desire for 
some reform of private Bill procedure for 
Scotland, and I would further ask that 
the right honourable Gentleman would 
frankly tell us what is the purpose for 
which this Motion is now brought for- 
ward, and what the Government means 
to d> with this Bill. 


Sir C. CAMERON — (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I think the honourable 


Member for Aberdeen deserves credit. for 
having given us an opportunity for this 
discussion. It may be that the oppor- 
tunity for taking exception to the con- 
stitution of the Committee is when the 
Committee comes to be named, but what, 
in the first place, I wish to know is 
what the Committee is going to do, and 
generally what its functions and objects 
are. In any case, a Select Committee 
may perform one function which may be 
of great utility, or another which will be 
extremely mischievous. Reference has 
frequently been made to a Committee 
consisting almost entirely of Scotch Mem- 
bers to which were relegated Scotch Bills. 
That Committee went through a Bill 
clause by clause, but without taking any 
evidence as to the effect of the clauses. 
If it had been proposed to send this Bill 
to a Committee of that sort, which would 
go through it clause by clause, as in the 
case of the Police Bill, I should say the 
result might be to bring back the Bill in 
such a form that it would not be entitled 
to command our confidence and respect. 
On the other hand, if, as the First Lord 
of the Treasury has said, the Committee 
is to take evidence on the various points 
of detail in the Bill and go into the 
clauses with a determination to put the 
evidence fully and fairly before the 
House, then very good work may be 
done. But I doubt very much whether 
it is work that will be productive of any 
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good this Session. The Committee can- 
not sit for a week or ten days yet, and 
by that time so little of the Session will 
be left that if the Committee can manage 
to get through the Bill and work it into 
some shape to be brought forward next 
Session, it will be doing quite as good 
work as can be expected from it. The 
First Lord of the Treasury has told us 
again and again that he is opposed to 
the erection of Scotch Grand Committees, 
as involving a constitutional change and 
a dangerous interference with this 
House ; but it must not be forgotten that 
one of the most important and valuable 
Acts relating to Scotland passed of late 
years—the Local Government (Scotland) 
Act—was passed in a satisfactory shape 
entirely owing to the work of a Scotch 
Grand Committee. There are a number 
of details in the Bill which will require 
to be looked into, and regarding which it 
is most important that full evidence 
should be taken, such as the constitution 
of the tribunal which is to be entrusted 
with the local inquiries. We have not 
yet had placed before the House anything 
like a satisfactory statement on the point, 
which is the very mainspring of the 
whole proposal, and it is most important 
that, before proceeding with legislation, 
we should have the information. Com- 
plete evidence should also be taken re 
garding the machinery for Provisional 
Orders. This is a highly technical 
matter, and it is most important that 
full evidence should be given to the Com- 
mittee on the point, so as to avoid that 
complication of systems and that hopeless 
jumble which would result if the 
machinery were unsuitable. Lastly, 
there is the question of what should be 
the functions, or if there should be any 
functions, of the chairman of the Joint 
Committee of the two Houses. I think, 
however, the best plan would be not to 
press this Amendment to a division, but 
to remain satisfied with the statement of 
the First Lord of the Treasury, that the 
Committee should largely consist of 
Scotch Members, and should take evi- 
dence on the various details of the Bill. 





Mr. J. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I would point out to the 
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honourable Member who has just sat 
down that a Select Committee on this 
Bill would examine witnesses. The Chair- 
men of Committees of both Houses and 
the Secretary for Scotland are witnesses, 
I think, obviously called for, in any con- 
sideration. Whether the Committee will 
go farther, and take evidence from 
Scotland, is another question. There 
is one question which I hope the 
reference to the Committee will in- 
clude, and that is the power to discuss 
the whole question of fees charged to the 
promoters of private Bills. Those fees 
are one of the great objections to the 
present system with regard to ordinary 
or small Bills, and I think the work of 
the Committee would be very incomplete 
if the terms of this reference were not 
large enough to enable it to express an 
opinion on that kind of subject. Sir, T 
do not think that there is occasion to 
enter into the merits of the Bill on the 
present occasion; but, however I may 
criticise its merits, I do think that in 
their proposal to refer the Bill to a Select 
Committee instead of a purely Scotch 
Committee, the Government are taking 
an absolutely logical and right course. 
It is not a purely Scotch question at all; 
it is an Imperial question. It affects 
Scotch procedure on the one hand, and 
it far more affects the procedure of 
Parliament on the other. It appears to 
me that it is a question that every Mem- 
ber of Parliament ought to consider as 
one touching himself, and one on which 
he is called upon to express an opinion. 
He ought not to look at it, as honour- 
able Members opposite have suggested, 
as a purely Scotch question, but as one 
step in the process of devolution which 
will apply, not to Scotland only, but io 
the whole country. I therefore think 
that the question is not ripe enough to 
be dealt with in this Session, and I think 
the Government are perfectly right in 
referring it to a Select Committee, which, 
during the remaining weeks of this Ses- 
sion, will have time to inquire into the 
question with a view to action in a subse- 
quent Session. The question is one which 
affects the whole action of Parliament, 
3 D2 
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and is much too important to be dealt 
with in a hurry. Indeed, it can only be 
properly dealt with after due delibera 
tion. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I was not in the 
House when this matter was opened, 
but I gather from the usual sources that 
there was a general agreement amongst 
Scotch Members that the intentions and 
objects of the Bill are desirable, though 
there are a great many details open to 
severe criticism, and that severe criticism 
has been pretty freely applied. Now, Sir, 
it has been suggested, I think, in some 
quarters that there is on this side of 
the House a disposition hostile to the 
Bill. Why, Sir, it would be an extra 
ordinary thing if we had any such dis- 
position, because here is a proposal cn 
behalf of the Government which 
concedes one thing after another, prin- 
ciples for which we have always stoutly 
contended. In the first place, there is 
the devolution of Parliamentary business. 
This is not the first time we have heard 
from these benches the necessity of that 
alteration taking place. Then there is 
the recognition of nationality. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Well, I am arguing against the assertions 
that have been freely made that the 
Motion on the Paper in the name of two 
of my honourable Friends is intended to 
delay the passing of the Bill, and I am 
not sure that the right honourable Gentle- 
man himself has not in the most 
prominent way given expression to that 
imputation. 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: No, no! I have done nothing 
of the kind. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am glad to hear that it is so, but there 
is a further point; and I think our 
position on this occasion would be made 
clearer if I reminded the House of certain 

Mr. J. P. Smith. 
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things when this Bill was last before the 
consideration of the House of Commons, 
On that occasion we on this side of the 
House argued that there was a great desire 
for an improved system in Scotland, not 
as affecting that large part of private 
business which concerns the great rail- 
ways, but rather that other portion of 
business which embraces local improve- 
ments promoted by principal municipal 
authorities and public bodies in Scotland. 
On that occasion we pointed out that 
there were two ways of meeting that 
desire on the part of the people of Scot- 
land. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right honourable 
Gentleman is out of order; he is dis- 
cussing the merits of the Bill. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: I 
bow to your decision, Sir, but at the 
same time it has been imputed that the 
Scotch Members on this side of the House 
are actuated by a feeling hostile to the 
Bill, and I wish to point out, in order 
to get rid of that idea—and I will do it 
in a very few words—that. a few years 
ago, when the same question was before 
the House, we pointed out that the way 
to meet the difficulty in Scotland was, in 
the first place, by enlarging the powers 
of local authorities; and, in the second 
place, by developing and extending the 
system of procedure by Provisional 
Orders. This was the very system which 
we were then told by the Government 
was impossible, and we were met by an 
absolute non possumus. Yet that is the 
very system embodied and propounded 
in this Bill; so that, so far from being 
a priorz hostile to this Measure, we are 
a priort entirely in favour of it, if only 
the method proposed is free from fault. 
Now, Sir, 1 have thought it necessary to 
say that, in endeavouring to avoid any 
trespass upon the ordinary rules of 
Debate, in order to make clear our 
position. Well, now, my honourable 
Friends have put down an Amendment 
to the effect that this Bill, being a Scotch 
Bill, should be referred to a Committee 
to which all Scotch Members should 
belong. Well, there is no one who would 
more strenuously support such a proposal 
than I if I thought this was a purely 
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Scotch Measure, but I think a little 
consideration will show anyone who takes 
that view that you do not make a 
Measure purely Scotch by merely putting 
the word “Scotland” in parentheses in 
the title of the Bill. This Bill, be it a 
good proposal or an imperfect proposal, 
at all events, is one which will establish 
a precedent for the other parts of the 
United Kingdom, and therefore Members 
not connected with Scotland are not orly 
fully entitled to be heard on the subject, 
but to have a complete voice in the 
matter. When we are assured that the 
Select Committee to which it is proposed 
the Bill shall be referred shall include a 
majority of Scotch Members, I fee! sure 
my honourable Friends will be satisfied 
that all that they ask for will be granted. 
I have thought it right to say these few 
words, because, as a general rule, on 
Scotch Bills I agree with my honourable 
Friends. I do not wish it to be supposed 
that in a Bill of this particular kind we 
are at all relinquishing our desire that 
Scotch opinion should be predominant in 
the settlement of Scotch legislation. 
This, however, completely differentiat2s 
from an ordinary Scotch Bill, and there 
fore I for my part have no other 
intention than to support the proposal 
of the Government. 


Mr. PIRIE: I withdraw my Amend. 


ment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: In putting the main 
question I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that this Motion 
would have been more regularly put down 
as a separate Motion than moved under 
an Order of the Day. I understand, 
however, that the Motion is brought 
on this day with the general consent of 
both sides of the House, and under the 
circumstances I think it will be the 
general wish of the House that the 
technical objection should be waived, and 
the Motion now be disposed of. 
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Question put— 


° 


“That the Order for the Committee be dis 
charged, and that the Bill be referred to a 
Select Committee of 17 Members.” 


Agreed to without a Division. 


RESERVE FORCES BILL. 


Consideration of Reserve Forces Bill 
as amended resumed. 


CuavsE 2, 


Amendment proposed— 


Line 3, omit the word ‘member’ and 
insert ‘part.”"—(Mr. Griffith Boscawen. ) 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge): I understood from the 
right honourable 
Friend, in introducing this Bill, that 
what was intended was that it 
should be within the power of the War 


speech of my 


Office, in cases where the Militia volun 
teered for service abroad, to call out some 
I think myself that 
that is a provision which is calculated to 
do a great deal of good for the Militia. I 
think a great many Militia battalions 
would volunteer for service abroad, and 
if they were sent abroad under their own 
officers, it would be a good thing, and 
would tend to the popularity of the force. 
But, Sir, when I come to look at the 
clause, instead of, say, “part” of the 
Militia, or some such word as that, the 
word employed is “member” of the 
Militia. Now, instead of sending several 
companies under their own officers, the 
tendency will be to select certain indi- 
vidual members of the force, and send 
them to supplement the Line battalion, 
and drawing them from the Militia bat- 
talion, which is most ineffective, have 
been reduced to a state of things which 
has been described by the Commander-in- 
Chief as “a squeezed lemon.” Now, I 
do not believe that that was the intention 
of the War Office, or that that is the inten- 
tion of the Bill, for if that was the effect, 
I venture to say that it would do a great 
deal of harm instead of good, for if it is 
intended to send away individual mem- 
bers, that will only leave the battalions 


of their own officers. 
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weaker than they were before. Now, in 
order to elicit a plain statement upon 
this point from my right honourable 
Friend, I beg leave to move this amend 
ment. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Joun Bropricx, 
Surrey, Guildford): I am sorry that I 
cannot accept the amendment of my 
honourable Friend, but in the statement 
I made on introducing the Army Esti 
mates I stated the object of this Biil. 
The first object of these two clauses is to 
enable the Militia to volunteer, who desire 
to, for active service, on certain condi- 
tions, and if they are willing to volum 
teer, then we shall be able to enlist those 
men. The object of the Amendment will 
be achieved when the Militia go abroad 
under their own officers, if they ask to go 
abroad under such circumstances. The 
main object of this clause is that the 
Militia battalions should have the oppor- 
tunity of volunteering if they so degire, 
and to enable members of the Militia who 
are not members of certain battalions to 
also enlist along with them for service 
abroad. I hope my honourable Friend 
will not think that it is still necessary to 
press his amendment, 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stai- 
ford, Lichfield) : that under 
this system the Militia Reserve is being 
practically done away with, for it is being 
altered to a Reserve that can be taken 
out on active service at once to fight. I 
simply wish to draw attention to this 
because it is a very important alteration, 
for this drawing of single men and single 
officers from the Militia and putting them 
on active service 18 a very important 
alteration, and I am glad that the honour- 
able Gentleman has brought forward this 
Amendment, because it places the ques- 
tion before the country, and lets the 
people know that such an alteration has 
been made, and that the Militia is not 
the force for merely defensive purposes 
which it was before. 


I believe 


*Sir_ J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I was for a good many years com- 
mandant of a Militia regiment, and I have 
the greatest possible sympathy with my 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 


{COMMONS} 
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honourable and gallant Friend below me 
in his anxiety that this clause of the Bill 
may not operate injuriously on the 
Militia. I do not think that everything has 
been done for the Militia which ought to 
be done, because under certain circum- 
stances they might constitute a very valu- 
able portion of the defences of the 
country, besides being able to relieve 
battalions in foreign garrisons, who might 
be wanted elsewhere. But I am not able 
to share the fears of my honourable and 
gallant Friend, and especially after the 
explanation given by the Under Secretary 
of State for War. It has always been 
recognised that the Militia regiments 
can be drawn upon to furnish men 
for the Line, and I think every 
inducement ought to be given to indi- 
vidual Militiamen to volunteer for the 
Army, with which they are incorporated, 
and become soldiers. It seems to me 
that it would injure the regiment less 
for individuals to volunteer for some 
period not exceeding a year, and then 
to revert to the regiment, because 
those men, having spent some months 
in the regular Army on active service, 
would stiffen their regiment very much 
upon returning to it, and of course their 
places in it could be filled by new re- 
cruits. I certainly think, like my 
honourable Friend, that the Militia 
officers would gladly go on active service 
with their regiments. Nevertheless, it 
would greatly contribute to the useful- 
ness of the regiment if individual mem- 
bers took their places for a time in the 
ranks of the regular battalions. I think 
that after the explanations which have 
been given, my honourable and gallant 
Friend may not have the same appre- 
hension as he had before, and I think 


that on the whole it is a valuable 
provision. 
CoLoNEL SANDYS (Lancashire, 


Bootle): As an old Militia commanding 
officer I should like to say a word or 
two upon this very important subject, 
because I think that the House should con 
sider very seriously before it allows any 
Measure to pass which would tend tv 
weaken the Militia. I am sorry to say 
that I do not altogether endorse the 
present system with regard to the Army. 
I think a great deal of the weakening of 
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our first line has taken place owing to 
the great interest which is taken in the 
Militia corps, and the effort which has 
been made to bring it up to the pitch 
of efficiency which exists, for they are 
the admiration of all officers who see 
them. I think we should hesitate before 
adopting any system which will tend in 
any way to deteriorate the efficiency of 
-our Militia battalions. Now, there are 
a certain number of men in the ranks of 
each Militia regiment who are liable 
under certain circumstances to be called 
to the Line, but I would venture to sug 
gest to the House that the Army should 
be compelled to provide its own Reserve, 
and that the Militia should be allowed 
to take its legitimate position in the 
defences of the country as the second 
force next to the front fighting line. 
‘There is nothing that takes the heart 
out of a Militia battalion, and out of the 
Militia commanding officer, like the 
knowledge of the fact that in the hour 
of danger their best men may be taken 
out of the battalion, thus reducing it to 
a state of inefficiency ; and the whole of 
their efforts, which have been directed 
for many years to bring those battalions 
to a state of efficiency which will be 
useful to the country, are to be prac 
tically nullified in order to patch up the 
front line, which has been allowed to fall 
into a state of inefficiency owing to the 
lack of proper administration. I venture 
to protest most earnestly against any 
Measure which is calculated to take away 
the Reserve men from the Militia bat 
talions, and I trust that the House will 
not pass any Measure of that kind. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : I under- 
stand from the right honourable Gentle 
man the Under Secretary that the inten- 
tion is not to single out individual Mem- 
bers, and I therefore beg leave to with- 
draw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


CuavsE 3. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, line 6, leave out clause 3.”—(Mr. 
Warner. ) 
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Mr. COURTNEY WARNER: I beg 
leave to move the omission of clause 3, 
which provides as to the numbers autho 
rised by the Army Act. I think it is per- 
fectly unconstitutional that these extra 
men should be drawn from the Reserve. 
There is no precedent for such a thing, 
and presently I shall be able to show 
that there is no object in it, for it is one 
of the special privileges that this House 
has always claimed that they shall vote 
the standing Army year by year. Now, 
this clause is a means of enabling the 
yovernment to raise 5,000 men, if Her 
Majesty’s Government chooses to do 80, 
without the consent of the House. This 
is perfectly unnecessary, because when- 
ever extra troops have been needed this 
House has always been ready to support 
the proposal. Even in days gone by, 
when recruiting was good, the Army has 
very seldom reached the number of men 
voted. Now these new battalions are 
starting, I think we should be perfectly 
safe in not putting in this clause, because 
the number of men voted by this House 
is sure to give certainly 5,000 men, 
which is the number which the Govern- 
ment desire to be able to call out without 
any difficulty or extreme feeling in this 
House. I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman will give way upon this point, 
and I am sure that if he will consult his 
colleagues, they will agree that it is cer- 
tainly unnecessary, and that from a 
Parliamentary point of view it is most 
unconstitutional. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This proposal rests 
entirely on a misapprehension of the 
Parliament having already 
voted the men and the money for them, 
the honourable Gentleman now proposes 
one of two contingencies—either that we 
should put them into the Estimates twice 
over, or that we should trust to luck. 
That is a contention which is almost, if 
I may be allowed to say so, grotesque, 
and the honourable Gentleman must for- 
give me if I decline to treat this Amend- 
ment seriously. 


position. 
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Question put— 
“That clause 3 stand part of 


Reserve Forces 


‘Allsopp, Hon. George | 
Ambrose, Wm. (Middlesex) | 
Arrol, Sir William 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol) | 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 

Birrell, Augustine 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon, Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. R, 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. 
Cox, Robert 

Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel ; 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon: A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon, Ailwyn FE. 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manch.) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


FitzGerald, Sir R. 


Penrose- 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


{COMMONS} 


the Bill.” | 


AYES. 


Flannery, Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E, | 


Goschen,Rt.Hn.G.J.(St.Geo's) 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W. G. 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Kemp, George 

Kenrick, William 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. EF. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


H. | 


Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Loder, Gerald Walter E. 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) | 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
McCalmont. H. L. B. 
McEwan, William 
McKillop, James 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 





(Cambs) 


Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants} | 








Bill. 1248: 


| The House divided :—Ayes 188; Noes 
59.—(Division List No. 132.) 


More, Robert Jasper 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford} 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Colonel W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Grahany 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Priestley, Sir W. Q. (Edin.} 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’}) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Sir C. T. 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Berrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Talbot, Lord FE. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dtniv. | 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. FE. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, §.3 
Ward, Hon, R. A. 
Warde, Lt.-Col, C. FE. (K« 
Warr, Augustus Frederic’s 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H. (Asht 
Whitmore, Charles - 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson, J. W. (Wore’sh. N.} 
Wodehouse, E. 2. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin. Major W. H, 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 












TELLERS FOR THRE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr, Anstruther, 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John T. 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 


| 
| 
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NOES. 


Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Hutton, Alfred K. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Knox, E. F. Vesey 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 
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Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.» 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col, Thos. M. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shee, James John 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 





Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan, P. C. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harwood, George 


Hayne, Rt. Hon, Chas, Seale- 


Pease, Jos. A. 





Mr. BRODRICK: I trust the Houre | 
will now allow the Bill to be read a third | 
time. Although this discussion has 
shown a difference of opinion with regard | 
to some details, I venture to think that | 
exception been taken to its 
general provisions. | 


no has 


Motion made and question put— 


“That the Bill be now read a third time.” 
Acre ed to. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


LONDON UNIVERSITY COMMISSION 
BILL. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 


ask the 


W.) ; May [ 


Genileman the First Lord of the Trea- | 


right honourable 


sury, with regard to this very important 
bill, whether he will arrange to put it | 
there 


mav be ample opportunity for its discus- 


down the first order, so that 


as 


sion ! 


Macaleese, Daniel 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil Wm. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John B. (Eifion) 


Reading 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


(Northumb.) 
Mr. Warner and Mr. Pirie. 





Sm J. LUBBOCK (London Univer- 
sity): I thought it was to be put down 
for Monday? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: It will be put down for Monday, 
but we propose to take the Budget Bill 
first, and I should not think it probable 
that Bill will be reached. Of 
course, if from any accident the Budget 
Bill is not taken on Monday, this Bill 


this 


| will take its place. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL BILU. 
Order for adjourned Debate on Secon@ 
read. 


> 


Mr. E. MORTON (Devonport): I kave 
already spoken for about ten minutes: 
upon this Bill, but, unfortunately, I had 
not concluded my remarks when I was 
interrupted by the Twelve o’clock rule. 
I do not, however, propose to delay the 
We shall 
have an opportunity of discussing it at 


House over the matter now. 


| greater length upon the Estimates, and I 


Tue FIRST 
SURY: I am 
distinct pledge, but I hope the order for 


LORD or tHe TREA- | 


ae ee = | 
afraid that I cannot vive a 


the second reading may be put down for 
an early day, probably Tuesday. 


only wish to say in a single sentence 
and what 
we shall contend for on the Estimates. 
The Greenwich Hospital was founded, 


what it is that we contend for, 


end received many contributions from 





pEERAIP Ta sO rsa ret 5, 


; 
i 
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various sources, for the benefit of seamen 
and marines when they attained a cer- 
tain age, or became disabled by sickness 
or accident. Since that was done the 
funds of the Hospital have been appro- 
priated for various purposes, and in 
exchange for that, for every seaman who 
had served a certain time it was agreed 
that a sum of 5d. a day should be set 
apart, with the same arrangement for all 
marines as soon as they reached the age 
of 55, in addition to their pensions. In 
1892 the sum so set apart was found to 
be insufficient, and some 50,000 seamen 
and marines who had attained that age, 
or were disabled, were not receiving their 
pensions. A Committee of this House 
‘was appointed to consider this matter, 
and in 1892 the Committee reported 
that it was advisable that as many as 
possible of those who were not receiving 
their pensions should receive them, and 
that asum of £16,000 should be set apart 
from the Consolidated Fund. Since that 
time there has been such an increase in 
the Navy that that sum is found totally 
inadequate, and there are now about the 
same number not receiving their pen- 
sions as there were in 1892. I hope the 
Government will be induced to allow a 
further contribution to be made from the 
Consolidated Fund, or from some other 
source, to enable the remaining 3,000 
seamen and marines to receive the pen- 
‘sions that they are entitled to. I would 
just mention, in passing, that it is only 
those who joined within a certain period 
that are entitled to this special grant, 
and that their number will diminish as 
time goes on. In the meantime, we con- 
tend that these 3,000 or so who are not 
receiving the grant ought to receive it. 
If the question is not immediately taken 
up these men will probably be without 
their pensions for the rest of their lives. 
That is the case that we shall present 
when the matter comes up on the Esti- 
mates. For the present I do not propose 
to continue the Debate, or to stand in 
the way of the Second Reading of the 


Bill. 


Bill read the second time. 
Mr. E. Morton. 


{COMMONS} 
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HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
Riwiey, Lancs., Blackpool): I hope the 
House will read this bill a second time. 
It is an honest attempt to deal with 
what is admittedly a great evil. Since 
I introduced it I think opinion has been 
in favour of an extension rather than 
any modification of the provisions of the 
Bill. I hope too many efforts will not 
be made to extend the Bill in the direc- 
tion of non-criminal drunkards, because 
I think we shall get into difficulties 
which will render it doubtful whether the 
Bill can be passed into law during the 
present Session. I may mention that 
I have been asked if I would be willing 
to extend the Bill to Ireland. All I can 
say is that if it be the general desire of 
Trish Members to extend the Bill to Ire 
land, I shall be prepared to put in the 
necessary provisions applying the Bill to 
Ireland. So far as I understand, the 
general consensus of opinion is that it 
would be desirable to give the authori- 
ties in Ireland the same opportunity of 
effecting the reform of habitual inebriates 
that it is proposed to give in England. 
I hope the House will agree to the second 
reading of the Bill, in which case I shall 
move to refer it to one of the Grand 
Committees. 


Sir W. FOSTER (Derby, Ilkeston): I 
have great pleasure in congratulating tie 
right honourable Gentleman upon the 
introduction of this Bill. The question 
that it deals with is one that ought to 
be taken up by Government, and I think 
the Bill deals with it in the right 
spirit—that is to say, in a reformatory 
spirit—and that this Bill is an honest 
endeavour to do something to reform 
those persons whose condition is not a 
credit to our civilisation, and who are 
a great nuisance to our law. Everyone 
who is in the habit of attending our 
law courts knows that there are a large 
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number of persons charged with offences 
who ought to be dealt with in a different 
spirit from that in which we deal with 
the really criminal classes, and who ought 
to be dealt with in the Christian and 
humane spirit which the provisions of 
this Bill enunciate. I look forward to 
this Bill doing a great deal, not in 
the way of punishing these unfortunate 
persons, but in the way of giving them a 
chance of becoming respectable members 
of society. That system has been carried 
out with very remarkable results in other 
countries. I came across only the other 
day some figures showing the results of 
similar legislation in one of our great 
Colonies—Canada. I found that of 
10,000 cases of criminal inebriates dealt 
with in Canada no less than 34 per cent. 
of those criminal inebriates had been 
reclaimed after a period of 10 years; 
that is to say, that 10 years after they 
had been under treatment they had not 
relapsed. If we oan obtain only half 
that amount of success in this country, 
any Measure like this will be more than 
amply justified. In other institutions in 
our Colonies similar results have been 
obtained where the period of testing had 
not been so long. Of course, in all these 
cases where these criminal inebriates are 
committed for a period of detention the 
tendency to relapse is the difficulty that 
one has to contend with. If it can be 
overcome in anything like the same per- 
centage of cases as has been found pos- 
sible in the Colonies we shall have from 
this Bill very valuable and almost in- 
estimable results. I hope the Bill will 
be found acceptable to the House, and 
I myself should be glad to see it ex- 
tended in various directions. It is purely 
permissive in its character. I should 
have been glad to see it compulsory and 
extended also to non-criminal inebriates, 
but I quite recognise the difficulties the 
right honourable Gentleman has pointed 
out in the way of extending its provi- 
sions. I feel that the Bill is a humane 
attempt at the reformation of a large 
class of persons whose treatment under 
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our present laws is certainly not to our 
credit. 

Sm C. CAMERON: As the Member of 
this House who had charge of the intro- 
duction of the Inebriates Act in 1879 and 
1880 I heartily congratulate the right 
honourable Gentleman on the tremendous 
advance in public opinion which has 
enabled him to introduce this Bill, and 
which has prompted statesmen on both 
sides of the House to endeavour to deal 
with this most important subject. The 
proposal to deal with habitual drunkards 
was first brought forward by Dr. Dal- 
rymple, and on his death I was asked 
to take it up. The original Bill that 
I brought before the House proposed to 
divide into two classes the persons with 
namely, 





whom it was proposed to deal 
those who were willing to come under 
restraint and those criminal inebriates 
for whom compulsory confinement of some 
kind was necessary. It also proposed 
to deal with the police-court class of 
drunkards, with whom the right honour- 
able Gentleman now proposes to deal; 
but in those days there was such an 
immense amount of opposition to any 
legislation which would throw the smallest 
charge on the ratepayers that the por- 
tion of the Bill dealing with criminal 
drunkards had to be thrown overboard 
altogether. Now, the right honourable 
Gentleman proposes to enable the Trea- 
sury to subsidise certain retreats. Of 
course, a great deal depends on the 
methods to be adopted. I do not expect 
that on the first start everything will 
go off successfully, but I am certain that 
when you have public money invested 
in these retreats, when you have central 
and local authorities interested in them, 
a tremendous impulse will be given to 
the development of their usefulness, and 
before many years have passed they will 
be a very great success. As to the class 
of non-criminal inebriates who refuse 
voluntarily to go into retreats, I should 
like to have seen the right honourable 
Gentleman deal with them, but I quite 
understand the difficulties in his way. [I 
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know the position that was taken up in 
another place when that was attempted 
by the late Government, and I would 
certainly very much rather see this Bill 
passed as it is as a step in the right 
direction, even though it does deal with 
that class of cases. But the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman must not lose sight 
of this fact. 
I had the honour to preside a few years 
ago found that there were a number of 
unlicensed retreats in the country in 


A Committee over which 


which there were persons who were nomi- 
nally reformatory patients, but who were 
not really reformatory patients, except 
that they preferred to undergo confine 
ment rather than starvation. There was 
one point recommended by the Com- 
mittee to which I referred, and it is an 
important point, and one in which I 
think the right honourable Gentleman 
might strengthen the Bill without in the 
least endangering it. At the present 
moment any man can set up a retreat 
for habitual drunkards, and there is no 
provision for the inspection of such re 
treats. As a matter of fact, there are 
& number throughout the 


of retreats 


country that are not inspected, and that 


are carried on with the groatest dis- 
regard for the liberties and the rights 
of the persons confined in them. The 


Committee over which I had the honour 
these une 
certified and uninspected retreats should 
be dealt with, and I really would press 
the right honourable Gentleman to look 
into the 
without creatine too great opposition, 
these 
within the scope of official inspeciion and 


to preside recommended that 


matter, and to see whether, 


retreats could not be broucht 
of the safevuards proposed in this legis- 
lation. Still, 
thing in the way of overloading the Bill. 
At a meeting of the Habitual Inébriates 


Committee of the British Medical Associa 


I do not wish to do any- 


tion—a Committee consisting of persons 
interest in all 
legislation on this subject—it was agreed 
that, although they would like to see the 
Bill go further than it does, even to 


who take the 


createst 


Sir C. Cameron. 
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the extent of dealing with non-criminal 
drunkards, yet they considered this Bill 
such a great step in the right direction 
that they would not take the responsi- 
bility of attempting to force that upon 
the Home Secretary. I have great plea 
sure in congratulating the right honour 
able Gentleman upon the introduction of 
the Bill. I trust it will pass the Second 
Reading to-night, and that it will, before 
the Session closes, become the law of 
the land. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : I join with my 
honourable Friends who have spoken in 
congratulating the Home Secretary upon 
his success in grasping this very thorny 
question, and introducing «a Measure 
which I think has of 
success in dealing with a very difficult 
There 


every prospect 
and dangerous class of people. 
is no doubt that if we could shut up 
people for some definite period a 
proportion of them would be per- 
I think the only chance 


these 
large 
manently cured. 
of doing any real good is to“shut these 
people up for a considerable period. I 
investigated a great number of cures for 
drunkenness—the “ gold cure” and others 
——-and came to the conclusion that they 
were the merest quackery, and I am con- 
vinced that the only real cure that can 
be effected is by confinement and treat- 
y ove r a considerable 


ment extending 


American experience shows that 
be 


period. 
no permanent good can done by a 
confinement of one year, and I am glad 
to see that the right honourable Gentle- 
man proposes a pt riod of two years. I 
think it would be very desirable at some 
future time if the Home Secretary would 
direct his attention to the possibility of 
including non-criminal classes among 
those to be dealt with under the Bill... No 
doubi it is quite right to keep such a 
f the Bill 
sion, because the question is a very 
thorny and difficult one, but I hope the 
to the 
attention of the right honourable Gentle 


that future time it 


| ne 
proposal out ¢ on this occa- 


matter will continue enrage 


man, and at some 
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may be found possible to take some steps 
in this direction. 


Mr. M. HEALY (Cork): I only rise 
as an Irish Member to say that I am 
wholly unable to understand what con 
influenced the 
Government in excluding Ireland from 
the operation of this Measure. I am not 
prepared to admit that we are any worse 
than any other part of the country in 
this matter; but, however that may be, I 
can soe no ground whatever for excluding 
Treland from the scope of the Bill. It 
appears to me that there are no special 
circumstances in Ireland which could have 
recommended such a course to the 
Government. Of course, I have no 
authority to speak for any other Irish 
Member but myself, but, so far as I 
am aware, I think there is a general feel- 
ing in Ireland that it would be a great 
misfortune if this Bill, which appears to 
me a most excellent Bill, excluded Ire- 
land. I had intended, if I had the 
opportunity, of moving that the Bill 
should extend to Ireland. After what 
the right honourable Gentleman has said 
that will not be necessary, and I have 
only to thank the right honourable 
Gentleman for the assurance he has 
given, that either he will himself move 
the necessary Amendment, or, if such 
an Amendment is proposed, that he will 
accept it. 


siderations could have 


Sm W. LAWSON (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth): I am glad to be able to 
add my voice to the chorus of congratu- 
lation to the right honourable Gentle- 
man on the introduction of this Bill. I 
think it is quite time that we should 
do something to look after these unfor- 
tunate people. Hitherto we have done 
nothing but put them in _ prison. 
We have certainly a further duty than 
that towards them. The Government of 
this country license 150,000 houses at 
which these people can be supplied with 
the drink which makes them drunkards. 
Therefore it is quite right that. when we 
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have helped to make them drunk we 
should afterwards take care of them. I 
do not agree with my honourable Friend 
the Member for Aberdeenshire that the 
only way to do good to these people is 
to shut them up. I say, shut up the 
public-houses and prevent these people 
getting drunk, and in that way you will 
prevent them becoming habitual drun- 
kards. Another suggestion I may make 
is this. This Bill, of course, if it becomes 
an Act will cost something to administer ; 
all Bills do: why should not the expenses 
of this Bill be paid by those who make 
the drunkards} Why not levy a tax upon 
the sellers of the drink which does all 
the mischief? I hope, Sir, that the pass- 
ing of this Measure will mark the begin- 
ning of better things. I am delighted 
to see an attempt made to cure this 
great evil, and I do hope that the time 
will come when the House and the 
Government will arrive at the conclusion 
that in matters of this kind prevention 
is better than cure. 


Sm ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) : 
May I remind the honourable Baronet that 
when the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
proposed to place a tax on those who 
sold the drink the honourable Baronet 
himself was one of the 
opponents of that proposal? 


strongest 


Sir W. LAWSON: There was no pro- 
posal that the publicans should pay the 
tax. 


Sir ELLIOTT LEES: The proposal 
was to reduce the public-houses by atax. 
I do not want to argue the matter, but 
when the honourable Baronet gets up 
and suggests that a tax should be placed 
upon the publicans to meet the expenses 
of this Bill I camnot help reminding him 
that he was one of the great opponents 
of a proposal which would have had very 
much that result. Sir, I heartily join in 
the chorus of congratulation to my right 
honourable Friend the Home Secretary 
for having brought forward a Measure of 
this description. 





# 

# 
ee 
? 
; 

2) 
Pa 

; 
ri 
4 





1259 Ex-Officio Justices of | {COMMONS} the Peace (Scotland) Bill. 1260 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorks, W.R., | EAST INDIA LOAN BILL. 
Holmfirth): I agree with the honourable} “To enable the Secretary of State in 
Baronet the Member for Cockermouth in | Council of India to raise Money in the 
what he has said, but the House is not! United Kinedom for the service of the 
prepared for such drastic measures as|Government of India.” 
those he sugzests. I should like to ask | 
the Home Secretary whether he has con- Presented accordingly, and read the 
sidered the possibility of doing what is| first time; to be read a second time 
done in America and some other places, | upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
of putting a penalty on licensed persons [Bill 243.] 
who sell intoxicating liquor to those who | 
may have been notified to them as| 
habitual drunkards. 


| 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the honour- | 
able Member is travelling beyond the | 
scope of a Second Reading Debate in| 


discussing the proposal to which he| 
| 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT} 
[EXPENSES]. 
Resolution reported— 
refers. “That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
|ment, out of the revenues of India, of the 
*Mr. H. J. WILSON: I did not propose | purchase money, compensation, and all ex- 
na — tte + elentile | penses which may become payable under any 
to enlarge on the matter. simply | Act of the present Session to empower the 
wanted to ask the Home Secretary | Secretary of State in Council to purchase lands 
. : +, |in connection with the Store Department of 
- > > as > s are s oO | “ . ” 
whether he has considered this p int, | the India Office. 
and whether even now a clause could be 
| 
introduced into the Bill. | Resolution agreeé to. 


Question put-— 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Agreed to. EX-OFFICIO JUSTICES OF THE PEACE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL [CHANGED FROM 
CHAIRMEN OF PARISH COUNCILS 
SCOTLAND) BILL]. 


Bill read a second time and committed 
to the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Considered as amended. 


EAST INDIA (LOAN). 
Cuiavse 1. 
Resolution reported— 
Amendment proposed— 
“That it is expedient to authorise the Secre- 
tary of State in Council of India to raise in 
the United Kingdom any sum or sums of 
money, not exceeding £10,000,000, for the 
service of the Government of India, on the 
security of the revenues of India, and to make 
provision for the purposes relating thereto.” 


“Page 1, line 6, to leave out the words ‘on 
the expiration or other determination of a 
| previous term of office.’”"—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
| 


Mr. CALDWELL: The reason I move 
to omit these words is that I can see no 
possible necessity or justification for 
them. No doubt there are similar words 


Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
James William Lowther, Secretary Lord 
George Hamilton, and Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. 





in the English Act, but I fail to see why 
we should slavishly follow English pre- 
cedent in dealing with the case of Scot- 


land. 
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Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granan | 


Mvrray, Buteshire): If these words are 


found necessary and desirable in the 


English Act, they are, I think, still more | 


applicable in this Bill. I cannot accept 


the Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 1, line 7, after the word ‘office’ 
insert the words ‘and who has taken the oaths 
required by law to be taken by a justice of 
the peace.’ ”"—/( Mr. Caldwell.) 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am quite 
willing to accept this Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 1, line 7, leave out the words 


‘continue to.””"—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Mr. CALDWELL : 


Gentleman 


I may tell the right 


honourable at once that I 


shall press this Amendment to a Divi- | 


sion. According to the clause as it 


stands, if a chairman is re-elected, he will | 


require to take the oath a second time, 


if an interval occurs between the ex- 


piration of the first period which qualified | 


him and his re-election. I can conceive 


no possible ground for such a provision. 
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This is a matter on which we hold a very 
strong opinion, and, unless the right 
honourable Gentleman gives way, I shalk 
be bound to take a Division. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am afraid 
I cannot accept this Amendment. There 
is a perfectly good reason for the provi- 


| sion to which the honourable Gentleman 


objects. There may be an interval of 


| 20 years between a chairman’s first term 


of office and his re-election, and I cannot 
imagine what hardship is done him by 
requiring him again to take the oath. 


Dr. CLARK: The principle on 
which we support this Amendment 
is that after a man once pays his 


fees and takes the cath he ought not 
to be compelled to repeat the perform- 
The propo- 
sition is ridiculous, because the mere fact 
that a man has acted as chairman for 
one term of office and gained experience 
makes it desirable to secure a man with 
that experience, rather than to place diffi- 
culties in his way. 


ance when he is re-elected. 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Bill.” 


The House divided—Ayes 119; Noes 
{2.—(Division List No. 133.) 


AYES. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
‘Beach, Rt. HnSirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Jentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles 

Bill, Charles 

Sond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) | 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. | 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r.) | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry | 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E, 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 


Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cox, Robert 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon, Henry 

Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mance’r} 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 


W. 
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Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Fortescue 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Augustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gull. Sir Cameron 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, James 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hill, Rt. Hn. Lord A. (Down) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Zohnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 





Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Cameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
€lark,Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 





ERRATUM. 
Tuesday, 24th May 


Loca, GovERNMENT (IRELAND) Bit (No. | 


Pauper Children 
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Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. (Cornwall) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George | 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morrell, George Herbert | 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hn. Sir H. Stafford 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) ! 


NOES. 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Knox, E. F. Vesey 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Macaleese, Daniel 

McEwan, William 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, C. (Breconshire) 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col, Thos, Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUni.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worc’sh. N.) 
Wodehouse, E. R. (Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 


Murray 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


| 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shee, James John 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 


Morton, E, J. C. (Devonport) | Trerzers ror tHe Nors— 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Pease, Jos. A. (Northum.) 


| 
\ 


Mr. Caldwell and Mr. 


Colville. 


| APPEAL FOR JURY (REPEAL) (SCOT- 


1898. 


120) page 579.—In the Ayes, leave out) discharged. 


Gourley, Sir E. Temperley, and insert} 


4oulding, Edward Alfred. 


And it being after Midnight, Further 
consideration, as 


Proceeding, on 
amended, stood adjourned. 


Bill as amended to be 


sidered upon Monday next. 


for Friday. 
further con- 








LAND) BILL. 


Order for Second Keading read and 
Bill withdrawn. 


| PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read the second time, and committed 


House adjourned at 12.10. 
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Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Friday, 10th June 1898. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 


his 


Four o'clock. 


CHINA. 

Lorp CONNEMARA: My Lords, I beg 
te give notice that on Friday next I pro- 
pose to ask the noble Marquess at the 
head of the Government certain questions 
with respect to China. I will put down 


the form of the Question on Monday. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORA- 
TION BILL. [H.L.] 
(Petition for additional Provision.) 


Certificate of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders 
referred to the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee on Thursday next. 


Examiner's 


TOTTENHAM AND EDMONTON GAS 
BILL, 


Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


BURY CORPORATION BILL. [H.L.} 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


VOL. LVIII. [FourtH Series. } 
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CUSTOMS AND OTHER OFFICES (BARRY 
' DOCK) BILL, 

Reported without Amendment, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next, and Standing 
Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLV. to be 
considered in order to their being dis- 
pensed with. 


Business. 


CUSTOMS OFFICES (SOUTHAMPTON) 
BILL, 


Reported without Amendment, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next, and Standing 
Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLV. to be 
considered in order to their being. dis- 
pensed with. 


BROMPTON, CHATHAM, GILLINGHAM, 
AND ROCHESTER WATER BILL. 


Reported without Amendment. 


EDMONTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


KNOTT END RAILWAY BILL. 


Re pe rted with Amendments. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 


Read the second time, and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the second time, and committed. 


SOUTHEND WATER BILL: 
Read the second time, and committed, 
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GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

Read the second time, and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


NEWHAVEN AND SEAFORD WATER 


BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


FILEY WATER AND GAS BILL. [H.u.] 
Read the third time; Amendments 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the 


Commons. 


NEWTOWN WATER BILL. [H.L.} 


Read the third time; passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


BUENOS AYRES NORTHERN RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the third time; passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


KINGSTOWN AND KINGSBRIDGE 
JUNCTION RAILWAY (ABANDONMENT) 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Read the third time ; passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


EXETER, TEIGN VALLEY, AND CHAG- 
FORD RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.} 
Read the third time ; passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


{LORDS} 
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NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.} 


Read the third time ; passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


YORK UNITED GAS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


ST. ANNE’S-ON-THE-SEA GAS BILL. 
Read the third time, with the Amend- 


ments, and passed, and returned to che 
Commons. 


CORPORATION OF LONDON (FOREIGN 
CATTLE MARKET, DEPTFORD) BILL. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 


(The Earl of Moriey) formally moved the 
Third Reading of this Bill. 


Question put. 
Motion agreed to. 


Tue Eart or MORLEY: 
this Bill do pass. 


I’ move that 


Amendment proposed— 


* Add to preamble of Bill before the last 
paragraph— 


‘“And whereas it is desirable that cattle, 
sheep, and pigs bred in Ireland or other parts 
of the United Kingdom, and fed or fattened 
in the counties of Middlesex, Essex, Suffolk, 
Norfolk, Hertfordshire, Buckinghamshire, Ox- 
fordshire, Northamptonshire, Kent, Surrey, 
Sussex, Berkshire, or other counties in the 
vicinity of the Metropolis, and the meats from 
such animals, after slaughter in the counties 
aforesaid, should enjoy the same market rights, 
privileges, and facilities of access to the pur- 
chasers of London and its suburbs that the 
corporation have provided for foreign animals. 
“ And whereas the Millwall Dock Company 
and the Agricultural Organising Agency, 
Limited, have provided at their own cost and 
risk the premises, machinery, plant, and com- 
mercial arrangements necessary and requisite for 
enabling the live stock owners of Ireland and 
other parts of the United Kingdom to enter 
into commercial relationship with the farmers 
of all the counties in proximity to the Metro- 
polis that will enable them to receive and 
fatten home-bred animals and thereby to pro- 
vide an increased supply of prime meats from 
healthy animals for the inhabitants of London 
and its suburbs. 








TST eRe * eS 


i=} 





1269 Private Bill 


“ And whereas the companies aforesaid have 
agreed to provide British and Irish farmers 
with similar accommodation for home-bred 
animals that the Corporation provide for foreign 
animals, and to charge only the same rates 
and tolls for home-bred animals that are 
charged for foreign animals : 


“ And whereas it is for the interest of British 
and Irish farmers that the aforesaid Millwall 
Dock Company and Agricultural Organising 
Agency, Limited, should be at liberty to estab- 
lish a market at the Millwall Dock for the 
reception and transfer of Irish live stock to 
British farmers, and to be provided with stalls 
in the Central Meat Market to enable the meat 
from the animals so disposed of to be brought 
to the market and sold by the aforesaid Agri- 
cultural Organising Agency, Limited, to the 
retail butchers or meat dealers of the Metro- 
polis.” 


** Add the following clauses— 


“51. The Corporation shall consent to the 
Millwall Dock Company and the Agricultural 
Organising Agency, Limited, providing accom- 
modation for the landing and lairage of live 
stock from Ireland and other parts of the 
United Kingdom, and for the establishment 
of a market by which the aforesaid animals 
may be sold by private treaty or public auc- 
tion, or otherwise disposed of, as may 
deemed expedient by the owners or their 
agents, and to the provision of accommodation 
for the slaughter of the animals and the effec- 
tive treatment of their meat, offal, and by- 
preducts. 


“52. The Corporation shall provide the Agri- 
cultural Organising Agency, Limited, with a 
sufficient number of stalls in the principal 
avenues of the Central Meat Market to enable 
the meat to be sold from animals slaughtered 
in the counties of Middlesex, Essex, Suffolk, 
Norfolk, Hertfordshire, Cambridgeshire, Buck- 
inghamshire, Berkshire, Oxfordshire, Hamp- 
shire, Northamptonshire, Warwickshire, Kent, 
Surrey, Sussex, and other districts in the 
Vicinity of the Metropolis, and that the Cor- 
poration shall be paid for such stalls, and the 
meats sent to them for sale, the same rent 
and tolls as are payable by the tenants of the 
Corporation under its by-laws, and the Agri- 
cultural Organising Agency, Limited, shall not 
be subjected to any restrictions in the conduct 
of its business other than those imposed upon 
the remainder of the tenants of the said market 
under the by-laws of the Corporation.”—/( Lord 
Stanley of Alderley.) 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: My 
Lords, whatever might be thought or said 
ot the Amendments in my name, they 
refer to a serious Irish grievance, and 
one that is also a grievance and cause of 
loss to 12 counties round London. The 
authorship of the Amendments belongs 
to Mr. Tallerman. I have known him 
for years by correspondence, and have 


{10 June 1898} 
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full confidence in his knowledge and 
ability in respect to the distribution of 
produce and in respect to the interests 
of farmers. The history of the Irish 
trade in cattle with London is singular, 
and it is most extraordinary that the 
latter part of it, taken from the statistics 
of the Board of Agriculture has not 
attracted more attention, especially from 
the head of that Board. It appears that 
in ancient times the cattle trade from 
Ireland to London, and other parts of 
England, was very extensive, and 
employed much shipping. In 1665 and 
1668, and again in 1680, in the reign 
of Charles II., Acts of Parliament were 
passed prohibiting the importation of 
cattle from Ireland and “other foreign 
parts.” The last Act says that the pre- 
vious Act of 1665 had been found benefi- 
cial, and that “it is now revived 
and continued for ever.” The pro 
moters of the Amendments say that 
it was passed for political reasons. 
There was neither any political nor 
religious reasons. It was _ purely 
and simply for the sake of protection 
of British cattle. Notwithstanding the 
Act of 1665, in 1666, after the fire of 
London, the Irish sent 30,000 beeves as 
a free gift to relieve the distress of the 
inhabitants of London. Before the Act 
of 1665 the average value of Irish cattle 
was 50s. each, and in the three years 
1660, 1661, and 1662 the imports of 
cattle averaged 61,000 animals per 
annum. An address to Charles II. by 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and his 
Council, dated August 15th, 1665, stated 
that— 


Business. 


“The turning of all their cattle upon their 
hands would necessarily make them lazy, since 
food would be so cheap as no man needed to 
labour for it, and so His Majesty would lose 
the virtue and industry of a whole kingdom.” 


This was verified, for the value of beeves 
in Ireland was reduced from 50s. to 10s. 
each. This prohibition was maintained 
for 91 years, which brings us down to 
1771. After that, the long wars would 
check the importation of cattle to any 
great extent, on account of the cumber- 
some nature of the cargo. The dates of 
Acts prohibiting importation of Irish 
cattle, which have been quoted in the 
documents circulated from “Carte’s Life 
of Ormond,” are not correct; those I 
have mentioned are taken from the 
3 E 2 
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Statute Book, and they exonerate Charles 
II.’s Ministers from the accusation of 
ingratitude by prohibiting Irish cattle 
after the free gift of 30,000 beeves in 
1666, since the prohibition took place 
the year before. On the other hand, it 
reduces the value of the gift from 
£75,000 to £15,000. But it is not 
allowable to look gift oxen any more 
than gift horses in the mouth, especially 
when the recipient of the gift has caused 
the depreciation. The modern and most 
recent figures of the Irish cattle trade 
show results as astonishing as those of 
1660, inasmuch as those of 1894, 1895, 
1896, and 1897 give cattle 826,954, 
791,607, 631,560, and 740,012 respec- 
tively—a total number of 3,046,133, or 
a value of £30,461,330; and, including 
sheep and pigs, a value for four years of 
£41,640,496. These cattle, however, 
were imported into other parts of Eng- 
land, and during the same four years 
only 21 head of cattle, of a value of 
£210, entered the Thames, besides two 
sheep and four pigs; whilst during that 
time large quantities of cattle were 
imported from America, the greater part 
of which might have been supplied by 
Ireland and distributed throughout the 
counties round London to be fattened, to 
the great benefit of the farmers, espe 
cially in the impoverished and depopu- 
lated county of Essex. The figures of cattle 
imports in 1897 were, from the United 
States 416,299, Argentina 73,352, Canada 
126,495. How is it that the Board of 
Acriculture blind to 
figures which are its own, and has not 
sought to obtain at least equal facilities 
for Irish cattle while this Bill was pass- 
ing through the other House? 


has been these 


I forbear 
to say anything of the means by which 
the importers from the other hemisphere 
have obtained a footing in the London 
markets, because, in deference to the 
opinions of the Parliamentary agent of 
the City Corporation and of the Earl of 
Mayo, I do not intend to move the 
Amendments on the Notice Paper, pre 
ferring to leave it either to the Corpora- 
tion to secure equal rights and treatment 
to their fellow-countrymen, or to Her 
Majesty’s Government to rectify the 
grievances now complained of. 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 


{LORDS} 
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Tue Eart or MORLEY: My Lords, I 


do not think it is necessary for me to dis- 


Business. 


cuss with my noble Friend the interesting 
history he has given us of tbe Irish cattle 
trade. 
sary 


Nor even do I think it is neces- 
to the of the 
clauses he has moved. I am quite cer- 


enter into merits 
tain the House will not for a moment en- 


tertain the Amendment when ! inform 
your Lordships of the principle of pro- 
cedure which the acceptance of 1% would 
violate. This Bill has passed through 
all its stages in both Houses of Parlia- 
ment, and now, at the last moment, when 
it is being read a third time, an impor- 
tant Amendment is introduced which 1s 
absolutely foreign to the Bill. This isa 
Bill introduced by the Corporation of 
London for the purpose of enabling them 
to enlarge the foreign caitle market at 
Deptford, and the Amendment of my 
noble Friend proposes to give certain pri- 
vate companies the right of accommoda- 
tion there. My. Lords, such an Amend- 
ment would not come within the notices 
of the Bill as it was deposited in Parlia- 
ment. It would be most unfair to the 
promoters of the Bill to introduce such 
an Amendment this and it 
would, moreover, be contrary to the pro- 
cedure of Parliament to do so. 


Toe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, 
Lord introduced this 
Amendment mentioned my name, I feel 


at 


stage, 


as the noble wha 
bound to say something with regard to 
it. I quite agree with my noble Friend 
the of Commictees that it 
would be impossible to intreduce such an 
but IT am glad 

drawn 
there is 
the 
and 
No 


market can be established within seven 


Chairman 


Amendment at this stage, 
that the noble Lord has 
attention the fact ihat 

at present accommodation 
lairage of Ireland 


other parts of the United Kingdom. 


ta 
no for 


live stock from 


miles round London without the consent 
of the Corporation, and the object of the 
Amendment is to get over that. I hope 
the noble Lord will withdraw the Amend- 
ment, because I do not think the Cor- 
poration will view with any hostility the 
bringing in a Bill to establish a market 
dealing with live stock from Ireland and 
other parts of the United Kingdom. 
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Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (the Earl 


of Hausspcry): I understood the noble 
Lord to say that he did not move his 
Amendment. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: The only way 


ta deal with this matter would be to 
bring in a Bill in ancther Session. 

*Eart FORTESCUE: My Lords, I 
think my noble Friend has exercised a 


wise discretion in not pressing his Amend- 


ment. At the same time, I think that 
great good may hereafter result from 


attenticn being called to the figures given 
by the noble Lord, showing the contrast 
between the large trade in cattle some 
years ago and now. It cannot be said 
that the length of the voyage would be 
prohibitory, seeing that in Deptford we 
find cattle from the United States, from 
Canada, and, further still, from Agwgen. 
tina. I remember years ago expressing in 
this House my conviction that it was 
wasteful and inhuman to bring fat cattle 
over from those places alive, instead of 
in the shape of meat, because fat cattle 
particularly suffer from the bruises and 
the terror to which they are exposed in 
the course of their voyage. If, in these 
days of facilities for cold storage, they 
were imported in the shape of meat, 
the quality would be better and 
the quantity larger, and the difficulty of 
keeping the meat a few weeks or even 
months would be thus easily disposed 
of. We heard previously, I remember, 
complaints of the hardship inflicted on 
farmers by the exclusion, as a protection 
against contagion, of store cattle which 
used to be imported from Canada. I can- 
not help hoping that a certain amount of 
lean stock may hereafter be imported 
from Ireland into the port of London, and 
then be distributed, to recover the effects 
of their voyage, over the eastern counties 
of England, and slaughtered when they 
arrive at a prover state of fatness. If this 
were done it would confer great benefit 
upon the agriculturists who breed the 
cattle in Ireland, as well as upon those 
who fattened the cattle in England. I 
rejoice that my noble Friend has called 
attention to this subject, but I think the 
reasons urged against his pressing the 
Amendment are absolutely. conclusive. 


{19 Junz 1898} 
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Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: IT under- 


stand that the noble Lord does not move 
his Amendment. 


Committee. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : That 


is so, my Lord. 
Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 


ILKESTON CORPORATION BILL. 

Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


FOREIGN BONDHOLDERS’ 
TION BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read the 
first time; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


CORPORA- 


LONDON BUILDING ACT (1894) 
MENT BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; 
first time; and_ referred 
Examiners. 


AMEND- 


read the 
to the 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL, 


Brought from the Commons; read the 
first time; and referred to tho 
Examiners. 


SELECT COMMITTEE 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 


STAINES RESERVOIRS JOINT COMMIT- 
TEE BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (ACTON 
SEWAGE) BILL. 
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EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON) BILL, [H.L.)} 


NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


FORRES WATER BILL, [H.L.] 


ANDOVERSFORD AND STRATFORD- 
UPON-AVON RAILWAY BILL. 


BIRMINGHAM, NORTH WARWICKSHIRE, 
AND STRATFORD-UPON-AVON 
RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) BILL. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
[H.L.] 

Report from the Committee of Selec. 
tion, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
above Bills—namely: E. Dartmouth, L. 


Boston, L. Granard (E. Granard), L. 
Monckton (V. Galway), L. Heneage 
(chairman). Agreed to; and the said 


Lords appointed accordingly. The Com- 
mittee to meet on Monday, the 20th 
instant, at half-past Eleven o’clock ; and 
all Petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bills to 


be heard as desired, as also counsel for 
the Bills. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
To be read the second time on Monday 
next. (The Earl of Dudley.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
To be read the second time on Monday 
next. (The Earl of Dudley.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL, [H.L.] 

+o be read the second time on Monday 

next. 





{LORDS } 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. [H.L.] 

To be read the second time on Monday 

next. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. [H.L.] 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 
relating to Colwyn Bay, Macduff, Medina 
River, Portsmouth Camber Quays, and 
Southwold—Was presented by the Lord 
James (for the Earl of Dudley): Then 
it was moved that the Sessional Order 
of the 8th March, 1898, “That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill originat- 
ing in this House shall be read a first 
time after Tuesday, the 3rd dav of May 
next,” be dispensed with in respect of the 
said Bill, and that the Bill. be now read 
the first time. Agreed to. | Bill read the 
first time accordingly; to be printed ; 
and referred to the Examiners. [No. 
93.] 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No, 1) 
BILL. [H.L.] 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read the third 

time on Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without Aimend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time on 
Monday next. 


COMMONS REGULATION (WOLSTAN- 
TON MARSH) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL, 

House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time on 
Monday next. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. [H.L.] 

Read the second time (according to 


Order). 


REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

(1) General Report by Her Majesty’s 
Chief Inspector on the Schools in the 
Northern Division of Scotland, for the 
year 1897 ; 

(2) Reports and Papers relating to the 
Training Colleges of Scotland, for the 
year 1897. 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898. 
I.—Annual Series: Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports on Trade and Finance: 
No. 2112. Spain (Malaga) ; 
No. 2113. United States (Port- 
land). 
No. 2114. Turkey (Beirut) ; 
No. 2115. Peru; 
No. 2116. Africa (Congo) ; 
No. 2117. Norway. 
II.—Miscellaneous Series: Reports on 


Subjects of General and Commercial 
Interest : 


No. 460. Turkey 
Broussa) ; 


(Vilayet of 


No. 461. Germany (Memorandum of 
German Trade in the first 
quarters of 1897 and 
1898) ; 


No. 462. Germany (German Inm- 
ports and Exports of Iron 
and Ironware and Imple- 
ments, Machines, in 1896 
and 1897). 


sesented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{10 Junz 1898} 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


RELIGIOUS MINISTRATION IN 
WORKHOUSES. 

*Lorp NORTON: My Lords, I beg to 
move for a Return, of which I have given 
notice, showing the names of the unions 
in England and Wales for which there 
are paid chaplains for the inmates of 
the workhouses ; and also of the unions 
where there are no paid chaplains of the 
workhouses, and in such cases what reli- 
gious ministration is provided for the 
inmates. I move for these Papers at 
the request of a great number of persons 
resident in various parts of the United 
Kingdom, and of several of your Lord- 
ships. Lord Mount-Edgcumbe wrote to 
me from abroad expressing strong interest 
in this subject at the present time in the 
West of England. The provision of reli- 
gious ministration in all kinds of public 
asylums has been very much at heart 
of late, and much has been done in this 
direction ; but of all classes of the com- 
munity the inmates of workhouses have 
perhaps the greatest claim to that pro- 
vision, destitute, and desolate, aged, in- 
firm, and sick. I can hardly conceive 
a man so wanting in sympathy or a 
sense of public responsibility as to doubt 
that this helpless class have an impera- 
tive claim upon the State for reli- 
gious ministration. The law is clear 
upon the subject. The poor law makes it 
obligatory on boards of guardians 
throughout the country to provide such 
ministration, but I am afraid the duty is 
largely disregarded. The Poor Law 
Commissioners have issued most elabo- 
rate rules upon the subject, and those 
rules have the authority of law ; but when 
the Return which I am moving for is pre- 
sented I am afraid the extent to which 
they are carried out will show a very con- 
siderable and dangerous deficiency. 
What is really wanted, and what is said 
ought to be provided in workhouses in 
the way of religious ministration, is that 
prayers should be read on Sundays. A 
daily prayer is generally read by the 
head of the workhouse, but on Sundays 
it is the law that this duty should be 
undertaken by a clergyman. The mini- 
stration of the Sacrament is still more 
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important in those cases in which it 
would be impossible for the inmates to 
receive it elsewhere. I think your 
Lordships will allow that religious conso- 
lation and aid are needed perhaps by no 
class more than by the helpless inmates 
of our workhouses. There is also the 
instruction of children, who, though 
generally, I am thankful to say, sent out 
to schools, are still in many cases left in 
workhouses, and, unless some such pro- 
vision as I have referred to is made, have 
none. There are many inmates of work- 
houses who are incapacitated from attend- 
ing public worship elsewhere, and who 
are entirely dependent upon the house 


provision. Cases where the unions may 
be unable to maintain a_ paid 
chaplain are promised other clerical 


ministration, and ministers of all denomi- 
nations have legal access to the work- 
houses to attend those of their own per- 
suasion. The provision is complete if 
the law were only carried out, but I am 
afraid it is not carried out. I have made 
inquiries as to the reason for this, and I 
find that neglect has not occurred mostly 
in poor unions to save the rates, but 
more in consequence of religious jealousy, 
which is now, | am glad to say, 
very much reduced. I believe the Return 
which I am moving for will show that 
there are a very considerable number of 
workhouses which have neither chap- 
lains nor any provision for religious 
ministration. At all events, the Return 
will furnish a guide to those who are 
anxious to assist in workhouses where the 
arrangements fer the purpose are insufli- 
cient. I, therefore, my Lords, move for 
this Return. 


Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, I may say, 
on behalf of the Government, that there 
is no objection to this Return being 
made. 


Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 


PORT DURBAN. 

Viscount SIDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
beg to move for any recent correspon- 
dence that may have passed between 
the Colonial Office or the Admiralty and 
the representative of the Natal Govern- 
ment in reference to Port Durban. In 


Lord Norton. 


{LORDS} 
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moving for this Return, I take the oppor- 
tunity of correcting some of the state- 
ments I made on a former occasion, 
having received fuller information on the 
subject, and I trust my noble Friend [the 
Earl of Hopetoun] will not be displeased 
if I correct some of his statements, which 
were, to a certain extent, confirmatory 
of my own. I stated formerly that the 
bar at the mouth of the harbour was 
such as to interfere with the entrance of 
Her Majesty’s ships, and with its being 
used as a coaling port. I think my 
noble Friend, on behalf of the Admiralty, 
confirmed my remarks to that extent, 
stating that the bar was in itself 
dangerous as to render the harbour prac- 
tically useless to the Royal Navy. Since 
then I have ascertained that this bar has 
practically disappeared, owing to the 
ereat exertions which have been made 
by the Natal Government to remove 
the obstruction. Two powerful dredg- 
ing machines are being used, and the 
result of the work for the past six months 
has been to reduce the dangers on the 
bar to such an extent that vessels of very 
large tonnage can generally enter with 
perfect safety. Vessels of the Donald 
Currie Line, drawing 22 feet of water, 
pass over the bar with the greatest ease 
at high water, with a depth of water of 
24 feet 2 inches, and at low water there 
is a depth of 19 feet 2 inches, so that 
vessels of a moderate tonnage can get in 
at any time. A large vessel of 9,000 
tons went in the other day when not at 
high water, but at between high and low 
water, with four feet of water under 
her. My Lords, when you get inside the 
port of Natal, it is one of the finest 
harbours in the world, and one which 
offers considerable advantages to us, as 
will be seen when we consider what our 
interests are on that coast, and when we 
consider that along the whole line of 
coast from Simon’s Bay, which is now 
used by the Royal Navy at a very in- 
convenient anchorage, to Delagoa Bay, 
from which we have been precluded by 
the action of arbitration, we have no 
harbour whatever except Port Elizabeth. 
Since I last troubled your Lordships on 
the subject I find that a railway has 
been constructed from Port Durban, 
which probably many of your Lordships 
may be aware is a place where there is 
now a wharfage for very large ships, but 
which is somewhat inconvenient owing 
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to the distance it is from the mouth of 
the harbour ; and this railway goes right 
round the head of the harbour to the 
point where the water is deep, close 
inside the bar. The Colonial Govern- 
ment propose to lay out large sums 
for the purpose of constructing wharves 
there for the more speedy coaling of 
ships. This railway is in direct communi- 
tation with the town of Durban and with 
the coalfields, which are practically inex- 
haustible in our time. They have been 
surveyed by experienced mining engineers 
from Liverpool, who say that the coal- 
fields are 50 miles in breadth, and that 
the supply of coal is such that it will 
last for 40 years at the highest rate of 
consumption. I hope, in view of our in- 
creasing interests on that coast, of the 
fact that we have no harbour whatever 
on that coast, and of the additional fact 
that the coal is not only inexhaustible in 
quantity, but excellent in quality, having 
been examined, and found to be only 
about 10 per cent. inferior to the best 
Welsh coal, that the Government realises 
the advantages which this harbour 
offers, and the uses to which-it can be 
put by Her Majesty’s ships. The Donald 
Currie and other lines invariably supply 
their steamers with coal there, and it 
is not unreasonable to hope that when 
the wharves of which I speak are com- 
pleted the Government may have a 
wharf set apart for the coaling of Her 
Majesty’s ships. My Lords, I have no 
doubt whatever, from what I have heard, 
that the statistics which I am laying 
before you are perfectly correct, and that 
the danger at the mouth of the harbour 
on the bar is practically removed. Her 
Majesty's ship Doris, the flagship 
there, is a vessel of between 5,000 and 
6,000 tons, and is very much inferior in 
draught and bulk to many of the mer- 
chant vessels which use the harbour 
without any hesitation at all. I can 
hardly believe that the Admiralty will 
shut their eyes to these undoubted facts, 
which are not mere hearsay, which are 
not based upon false ground, but which 
are vouched for by eminent engineers 
who have examined the spot, and whose 
reports I have in my hand. If the Admi- 
ralty turn their attention to this subject 
and carefully consider it, I feel sure that 


they will decide to avail themselves of 
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this magnificent harbour, which has long 
been spoken of as capable of being 
made one of the finest harbours in the 
world. I am not holding a brief for the 
Colonial Government in any way. I did 
not even know, when I last spoke on the 
subject, that it was under consideration. 
I brought the matter forward on my own 
initiative, knowing the capabilities of 
the harbour, and feeling that what we 
wanted was a coaling station for our 
ships on that coast. I venture to think 
that the subject is deserving of the 
attention of the Government, and I beg 
to move the Motion which stands in my 
name. 


Viscount CLIFDEN : My Lords, I was 
very glad to hear what the noble Vis 
count who has just spoken said about 
the capabilities of Port Durban, and I 
hope the noble Viscount is quite sure of 
his facts. The information I received was 
not quite so satisfactory, and, even if 
my noble Friend is correct, that depth of 
water will not do for. our big ironclads. 
What the noble Viscount is thinking 
about, and what we must all think of, 
is a coaling station on that coast for our 
ironclads in case of war; but I want to 
ask the noble Earl who represents the 
Admiralty whether there is any case of 
a bar of shifting sand being satisfactorily 
dealt with, so as to make passage prac- 
ticable at all times. I have heard that 
an easterly gale would at once set up 
the bar at Durban, and how long it would 
take to do away with the effect of that 
easterly gale I do not know. What we 
want on that coast is a man-o’-war har- 
bour; but, even putting it at the best, f 
do not think Port Durban will do for our 
heavy ironclads. 


*Tue Eart or HOPETOUN: My Lords, 
with regard to the question of my noble 
Friend on the Cross Benches [Viscount 
Clifden], I am not aware of any case in 
which a shifting bar has been dealt with 
in a satisfactory way, but if my noble 
Friend cares to repeat his question and 
give me notice, I shall be happy to make 
further inquiries, and to answer 
him at a future date. I am 
glad my noble Friend behind me 
[Viscount Sidmouth] has brought 
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Private Bill 


up this question again, because it 
would seeni that persons interested in 
Natal have taken the reply which I made 
on the 16th of May on this subject as 
unappreciative of the efforts made by the 
Colonial Government to improve the 
entrance into Durban Harbour, and as 
understating the results. I am most 
anxious to remove any such impression if 
it exists, for the Admiralty have watched 
with the greatest interest the gradual 
improvement of the passage over the bar 
to a port whose position on a coast so 
notoriously devoid of harbours. makes it 
especially valuable. During the last two 
or three years the possession of new 
machinery has added much to the power 
of dealing with the bar, and the period 
necessary to re-deepen, after temporary 
heaving up of sand, has been shortened. 
Since my noble Friend asked his first 
‘Question on this subject some fresh 
reports have been received from the har- 
bour authorities, which show a greater 
average depth on the bar for the year 
1897 than for any previous year; and 
even more recent information, coming 
through the Agent General for the 
Colony, points to the fact that the 
average will be better for this year than 
for last year. But it must be borne in 
mind that when heavy seas set in these 
depths have always been diminished by 
‘@ very considerable amount. In attempt- 
ing to fix an average draught which can 
be considered as capable of passing the 
bar, a considerable reduction must be 
made from the maximum which has 
passed over it. It is difficult to fix an 
exact figure, but there is every reason to 
hope that each year it may be put higher. 
I trust this reply will be satisfactory to 
my noble Friend, and that he will not 
press his Motion, as it is not considered 
desirable by Her Majesty's Government 
to lay the correspondence referred to, 
which is of an inter-Departmental charac- 
ter, upon the Table of your Lordships’ 
House. 


Viscount SIDMOUTH: May I ask the 
noble Earl the date of the last communi- 
cation with the Colonial Office? 


*Tue Eart or HOPETOUN: I cannot 
give you the dates just now. There have 
been communications between the Colo- 
nial Office and the Admiralty since I 
made my reply to the last Question before 
the Adjournment. 


{COMMONS} 
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Viscount SIDMOUTH: In answer to 
the noble Viscount [Viscount Clifden], I 
should like to say that there is no large 
ship, of the class to which he alludes, on 
that station. All the vessels on the Cape 
station are of moderate bulk. The Doris 
is the flagship, and is, presumably, the 
largest ship out there. She is between 
5,000 and 6,000 tons only, and the 
Donald Currie vessels, which go in there 
constantly, draw much more water, and 
are of larger tonnage. 


Viscount CLIFDEN: Will the noble 
Viscount say that there will never be a 
hot war in that part of the world, and 
that our large ironclads will not go there? 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


RESERVE FORCES BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; after- 
wards read the first time ; to be printed; 
and to be read the second time on Tues- 
day next. (The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 
[No. 94.] 


House adjourned at 5.10. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 10th June 1898. 





Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_——_- 


BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time. 


CROMER GAS BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 





Earl of Hopetoun. 





at 


nd 
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DROGHEDA GAS BILL, 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (SEWAGE, 
ETC.) BILL. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


NORWICH ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL, 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


PLYMOUTH CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


HIGHAM AND HUNDRED OF HOO 
WATER BILL. 


By order; consideration, as amended, 
deferred till Thursday next. 


MID-KENT WATER BILL. 


By order; consideration, as amended, 
deferred till Thursday next. 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS, ETC.) BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


{10 Jung 1898} 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to— 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW AND 
EPPING FOREST RAILWAY BILL, 


With Amendments. 


Amendments to 


HOLMES’S PATENT BILL. [H.L.] 


Amendments to 
BAKEWELL GAS BILL. [H.L.} 
Without Amendment. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 

That they have passed a Bill intituled 
“An Act to confer further powers on tha 
Caledonian Railway Company in relation 
to their undertaking; to revive the 
powers and extend the time for the pur- 
chase of lands for and for the construc- 
tion and completion of certain railways ; 
to provide for the acquisition by the 
Company of the Crieff and Comrie Rail- 
way ; and for other purposes.” 


WATH-UPON-DEARNE URBAN DIS8- 
TRICT COUNCIL BILL. [H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “An Act to pro- 
vide for the sale and transfer of the 
undertaking of the West Melton Water- 
works Company, Limited, to the Wath- 
upon-Dearne Urban District Council, and 
to confer further powers on the said 
C uncil with reference to the supply of 
water; and for other purposes.” 


SAINT THOMAS, SOUTHWARK, AND 
SAINT SAVIOUR, SOUTHWARK, BILL. 
[H.L.] 

Also a Bill intituled “An Act to 
relieve the Governors of St. Thomas’s 
Hospital from liability to maintain the 
minister and church of the parish of 
Saint Thomas, Southwark, and to unite 
the said parish to the ecclesiastical parish 
of Saint Saviour, Southwark; and for 
other purposes.” 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 
Also a Bill intituled “An Act to 
authorise the abandonment of cer- 
tain authorised and the construction of 
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certain new works at Dover Harbour, the 
raising of further moneys by the Dover 
Harbour Board ; and for other purposes.” 


PAISLEY CORPORATION (LOANS) BILU. 
{H.L.] 

And also a Bill intituled “An Act to 
authorise the Provost, Magistrates, and 
Tewn Council of the Burgh of Paisley to 
create and issue stock ; to borrow money 
in respect of the redemption of Paisley 
Burgh Annuities, the improvement of the 
Burgh slaughter-house, and redemption 
of annuity and discharge of debts affect- 


ing the same ; and for other purposes.” 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Read the first time, and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


WATH-UPON-DEARNE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the first time, and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


SAINT THOMAS, SOUTHWARK, AND 
SAINT SAVIOUR, SOUTHWARK, BILL. 
(H.L.] 

Read the first time, and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the first time, and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


PAISLEY CORPORATION (LOANS) BILL. 
(H.L.] 
Read the first time, and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 





{COMMONS} 


Order Bills. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


1288 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


COMMONS REGULATION (RUNCORN) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 








LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 












LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 


' Read a second time, and committed. : 
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LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER | and Mr. Tennant; and had appointed in 
(HACCONBY FEN) BILL. substitution: Mr. Brigg, Mr. Carlile, Sir 
Reported [Provisional Order con-| Charles Dilke, Mr. Lees Knowles, Mr. 
firmed]; Bill, as amended, to be con-| Logan, and Mr. MacNeill. 


sidered upon Monday next. Sir Joun Mowskay further re 


| ported from the Committee, that they 

| had added to the Standing Committee on 

| Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | Procedure the following Fifteen Mem- 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. bers in respect of the Universities and 
Reported | Provisional Orders con-| College Estates Bill: Mr. Bryce, Mr. 
firmed}; Bill as amended to be con-| Buchanan, Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
sidered upon Monday next. quer, Sir Charles Dalrymple, Sir Walter 
| Foster, Sir John Gorst, Mr. Jebb, Mr. 

| Grant Lawson, Mr. Lecky, Mr. Herbert 

| Lewis, Mr. Walter Long, Mr. Joseph A. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO-| Pease, Mr. Edmund Robertson, Mr. 


VISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. | Strachey, and Mr. Talbot. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro-| Sir Jony Mowsray further re- 


visional Order confirmed]; Bill to be| ported from the Committee, that they 
read the third time upon Monday next.) had discharged the following Members 
| from the Standing Committee on Trade 

(including Agriculture and Fishing), 

| Shipping, and Manufactures: Sir Charles 

STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S | Dilke and Mr. Fison; and had appointed 
PANEL). |in substitution: Mr. Tennant and 

Sir Henry CampBert-BanneRMAN re-| Colonel Warde. 

ported from the Chairmen’s Panel that 
they had appointed Sir Henry CaMpPBELL- Reports to lie upon the Table. 
BANNERMAN to act as Chairman of the 
Standing Committee for the considera- 
tion of Bills relating to Law, and Courts 
ef Justice, and Legal Procedure, in the 
place of Mr. Arthur O’Connor. | 


' | PETITIONS. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL, 


In favour: From Dunfermline ; to hie 
upon the Table. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Ordered, That, for the remainder of 
the Session, Three be the quorum of the 


Select Committee on Standing Orders. 
—[Sir John Mowbray.] 
ADULTERATION (FOOD PRODUCTS) 
BILL, 
In favour: From Mile End Old Town ; 
SELECTION (STANDING) COMMITTEES. | to lie upon the Table. 
Sir Joun Mowsray reported from 
the Committee of Selection, that they 
had discharged the following Members 


from the Standing Committee on Law, DOGS’ REGULATION BILL. 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Proce-| Against: From Lee, Bath, Ware, Put- 


dure: Mr. Ascroft, Mr. John Burns, Mr. | ney, Loughborough, Tenterden, Leaming- 
Butcher, Mr. Luttrell, Mr. Lloyd Morgan,| ton Spa, Kingsgate, Southsea, Llanelly, 
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Wakefield, Maldon, Bishops Waltham, 
Lewes, Crawley, Liverpool (2), Ruther- 
glen, Scarborough, Maidstone, Manches- 
ter, Brixton Hill, and Ramsgate ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Petitions. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State Regulation: From Bath 
(4) and Talywith ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 
In favour: From Gairie; to lie upon 


the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
In favour: From Helensburgh and 
Forfar ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S | 


SISTER BILL. 


In favour: From Dunfermline; to Jie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
In favour: From Dunfermline; to le 


upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE 
(EXTENSION TO WOMEN) BILL. 
In favour: From Croydon ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

In favour: From Greenock, Clackman- 
nan, Wick lLandward, Caithness, 
Latheron, Linlithgowshire, West Lothian, 
Dalmeny, Linlithgow, Bo’ness, Winch- 
burgh, Whitburn, Broxburn, Livingston, 
Fauldhouse, Westerton, Kirkliston, 
Armadale, and Uphall; to lie upon the 
Table. 


{COMMONS} 
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PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


In favour: From Morley ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

In favour: From Worksop, Needham 
Market, Beaufort (2), Porton and 
Gomeldon, London, Haworth, Westmin- 
ster, Clayton-le-Moors, Onslow Gardens, 
Gwenynen, and Wrington (4) ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL. 


In favour: From Dunfermline; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SMALLER DWELLINGS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Against: From Dunfermline; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION 
BILL. 


In favour: From Westminster : to ite 
upon the Table. 


(METROPOLIS) 


TEMPERANCE REFORM (THREEFOLD 
OPTION) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Aberdeen and Edin- 
burgh (2); to lie upon the Table. 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


In favour: From Clackmannan: to lie 
upon the Table. 





l- 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


— 


EDUCALION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented of General Report by 
Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector on Schools 
in the Northern Division of Scotland for 
the year 1897 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (TRAINING 
COLLEGES). 

Copy presented of Reports and Papers 
relating to the Training Colleges of Scot- 
land for the year 1897 [by Command]: 
to lie upon the Table. 


MINT. 

Copy presented of Twenty-eighth 
Annual Report of the Deputy Master of 
the Mint, 1897 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PENSIONS (POLITICAL OFFICES.) 

Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 21st April; Sir John Leng]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


TITHE REDEMPTION BILL. 


“For the purposes of Tithe Redemp- 
tion” ; Ordered to be brought in by Mr 
Jeffreys, Sir John Dorington, Mr. -ripps, 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Grant Lawson, Mr. 
Hobhouse, Mr. Lambert, and Mr. Stanley 
Leighton. 

Presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 20th June, and to be printed. 
[Bill 246.] 


{10 June 1898} 
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QUESTIONS. 


LANCASHIRE ARTILLERY. 

CotonEL SANDYS (Lancashire, 
Bootle): On behalf of my right honour- 
able Friend the Member for the Ormskirk 
Division of Liverpool, I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the Lancashire 
Artillery, now encamped at Altcar, have 
for drill and practice only a battery of 
old 32-pounder converted muzzle-loading 
guns of 1868 and 1871 patterns, and 
four 40-pounder breech-loading guns of an 
obsolete pattern, all mounted on obsolete 
carriages, worked on dilapidated wooden 
platforms; whether it is intended to 
provide more modern weapons at the 
Altcar drill battery, or will the regiment 
in future be sent for its annual training 
to the fort at Spithead, to which, under 
the mobilisation arrangements, it is 
attached ; and if he is aware that on the 
undrained and swampy site of the camp 
at Altcar, where 1,500 men are now 
under canvas, no wood flooring is 
allowed in the men’s tents in the case of 
the Regular Army, and that deaths from 


pneumonia have resulted during the 
recent inclement weather ? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
rok WAR (Mr. Sr. Jon BRopRICK, 
Surrey, Guildford): The _ breech- 
loading guns at Altcar are not 
regarded as obsolete, and the carriages 
are being replaced by a recent pattern 
as quickly as possible. The traversing 
slides are up to date, and a report will 
be called for as to the alleged dilapida- 
tion of the platforms. It is proposed to 
issue to Altcar for drill purposes an 
ll-inch rifled muzzleloading gun. A 
Militia artillery corps is only sent to its 
mobilisation station once in three years. 
The question of providing wooden floors 
for mess tents is under consideration, but 
I have no information as to the deaths 
to which my right honourable Friend 
refers. 
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BOOTS FOR BRITISH TROOPS IN THE 
SOUDAN. 

Captain BAGOT (Westmoreland, 
Kendal): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether boots of 
a similar pattern and make to those which 
wore out so quickly during the recent 
campaign in Egypt owing to the sand 
cutting the sewing, will be issued, to the 
troops taking part in the forthcoming 
campaign, or whether boots similar to 
those worn by the Egyptian troops, 
which are not sewn, but kept together 
by metal studs or some other pattern 
better calculated to stand the climate, 
will be issued? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY vo tue 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett WitiiaMms, 
Birmingham, S.): Bcots made in strict 
accordance witi specifications sent home 
by the Sirdar will be issued to the British 
troops for the campaign in the Soudan. 


PRIVILEGED CAB SERVICE IN 
LONDON. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
since the issue of the Report and the 
accompanying recommendations of the 
Committee of Inquiry on the Cab Service 
of London, any steps have been taken to 
abolish the railway privilege cab system 
at the great London railway stations ; 
and whether a petition signed by over 
6,000 cab drivers has been received, and 
what decision in reference to their prayer 
has been arrived at! 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. W. 
Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool): I have 
no power io abolish the privilege system, 
but I have done everything that was 
within my power, unfortunately without 
success, to bring about an arrangement 
acceptable to both parties. I have not 
received the petition referred to in the 
second paragraph. 


Mr. STEADMAN: Will the right 
honourable Gentleman promise to make 
further inquiry and carry out the recom- 
mendations of the late Home Secretary 
on the privilege cab system? 





{COMMONS} 





Co-operative Society. 


Tue SECRETARY or 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: I am not 
prepared to make any further inquiry. 
After the Report of the Committee 
attempts were.made to abolish the system, 
and I did my best to come to an arrange- 
ment satisfactory to both parties, but I 
have not succeeded. There is an end 
of the matter, so far as I am concerned. 
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STATE ror 


TWEEDMOUTH COMMITTEE’S REPORT. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I bee to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether, 
when estimating the immediate cost of 
the Tweedmouth Committee’s recommen- 
dations, his Grace included the cost of 
adjusting the sorters’ split ” duties at the 
circulation office, so as to give the nine 
hours clear at home interval recommended 
by the Committee ; if incluced, why the 
reform has not been carried out; and, if 
not included, will he kindly state the 
reasons for omitting it? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To tHe 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hanscvry, Pres- 
ton): The cost of adjusting the “ split” 
duties of the sorters in the circulation 
office was not included in the estimate of 
the cost of the recommendations of the 
Tweedmouth because a 
rearrangement of duties and of force does 
not necessarily involve expense. In 1894 
the number of men performing ~ split ” 
duties 925. Arrangements have 
already been made reducing this number 
to 542, and proposals are under con- 
sideration for effecting a further reduc- 
tion of about 140. The Department will 
lose no opportunity of reducing the 
remaining number of these morning and 
evening duties, but their abolition is 
largely dependent on the training of new 
staff, and necessarily takes time. 


Committee, 


was 


SCOTTISH CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETY. 
Mr. P. O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for 
the St. Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
can the amount of 


he state 


whether 
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income tax paid by the Scottish Co-opera- 
tive Society ; and whether it is levied on 
the same lines as those applied to 
ordinary traders! 

Mr. HANBURY: Under no circum- 
stances could such information as the 
honourable Member asks for in the first 
paragraph be given. The Scottish 
Co-operative Society is not assessed to 
income tax in the same way as an 
ordinary trading company. Such a com- 
pany pays income tax before its profits 
are distributed among the members, and 
any member who may be _ personally 
entitled to exemption is left to recover 
the tax on his share by way of repay- 
ment. But the Scottish Co-operative 
Society is registered under the industrial 
and Provident Societies Act of 1893, and 
in pursuance of the 24th section of that 
Act income tax is levied, not upon the 
gross profits of the society before distri- 
bution, but upon the individual shares 
of such members as are not entitled to 
exemption. This procedure makes no 
difference in the amount of income tax 
payable upon the profits of the society ; 
it is merely an arrangement for adminis- 
trative convenience which avoids the 
trouble of exacting income tax from a 
number of persons who have a statutory 
title to exemption, and then paying it 
back to them upon application. 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS FOR MARINES, 
SOLDIERS, AND SAILORS. 

Sm E. HILL (Bristol, S.): 5 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether there is any ground for 
the allegation that soldiers who have had 
the misfortune to lose an arm or a leg 
in the service of the country are allowed 
to leave hospital without being furnished 
with an artificial limb; and, if so, 
whether he will take steps to cause the 
present regulations to be reconsidered} 


Mr. BRODRICK : Artificial limbs have 
hitherto been awarded at the discretion 
of the Commissioners of Chelsea Hos- 
pital. Lord Lansdowne, however, con- 
siders that in all cases of soldiers who 
have lost a limb in the service of the 
country an artificial limb should be fur- 
nished at the public expense, and a regu- 
lation will be issued on the subject. 


VOL. LVIII. [FourrH Ssrigs. | 
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TAUNTON WORKHOUSE INFIRMARY. 

Mr. MELLOR (York, W.R., Sowerby) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
that the board of guardians of the Taun 
ton Union several months ago appointed 
an imbecile pauper as night nurse to 
more than 60 invalids in the workhouse 
infirmary ; and that recently, in spite of 
the remonstrance of the poor law inspeo- 
tor, they have again by a majority made 
a similar appointment of a person certi- 
fied to be an imbecile; and whether he 
will take such steps as he can to see that 
the unfortunate persons in the infirmary 
are treated with reasonable care and 
humanity? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. H. Cuap- 
uiN, Lancashire, Sleaford): The number 
of patients in the Taunton Workhouse 
Infirmary ranges from 60 to 70. There 
are two paid nurses for the infirmary, 
but this is considered by the Local 
Government Board to be insufficient, and 
the guardians have been urged to appoint 
a third paid nurse. At a recent meeting 
of the guardians it was decided by 22 
votes to 20 not to appoint an additional 
officer, on the ground that the greater 
number of the patients were old and 
infirm cases only, and that the serious 
cases were comparatively few. I hope, 
however, that the guardians, on recon- 
sideration, will appoint a third nurse. It 
is not the fact that an imbecile pauper 
has been appointed nurse; but the in- 
spector of the board found that a wards- 
woman, in a ward with seven beds, whose 
duty it would be to summon the nurse 
when necessary, was a certified imbecile. 
I regret that an arrangement so obviously 
improper should have been made, and I 
have requested that it may be at once 
discontinued. 


PAY OF KENDAL POSTMEN. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, why the 
petition of the postmen of Kendal for an 
increase of their maximum of 24s., on 
the ground of the excessive cost of living 
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in the neighbourhood of the English 
Lake District, has been refused; and 
whether he is aware that a similar peti 
tion, based on the same grounds, from 
the Kendal clerical staff, was acceded to 
some time ago, and an increase of 4s, 
granted? 


Mr. HANBURY: The petition was 
refused because, after full consideration, 
it was found that the existing pay was 
adequate, and compared favourably with 
that in force at other places of the same 
class. The increase of 4s. was granted 
to the sorting clerks and telegraphists at 
Kendal under the scheme recommended 
by Lord Tweedmouth’s Committee, and 
not as the result of a petition from those 
officers. The wages of sorting clerks and 
telegraphists depend upon the number of 
letters or telegrams dealt with in each 
office, their duties becoming more intri- 
cate and important as the business in- 
creases. The duty of a postman is not 
affected in quality by any increase of 
business ; and there is, therefore, no rea 
son for assuming that a revision of the 
wages of the indoor staff is any argument 
for altering the pay of the postmen. 


ANGLO-AMERICAN COMMISSION. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state how many 
Canadian and how many British repre 
sentatives respectively will form part of 
the Commission about to be appointed 
to settle or arbitrate upon matters of dis- 
pute between the United States and the 
Imperial Government; whether these 
subjects of dispute are *!l relating to 
Canadian and United States matters ; 
and, if not, can he state what specific 
British, as apart from Canadian, 
interests are to come before the Commis- 
gion; and whether he can state if the 
acreement as to the appointment of this 
Commission has already been received, 
or has yet to be submitted to the appro- 
val of the Senate of the United States? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 


Curzon, Lancashire, Southport): No 
decision has yet been arrived at with 
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regard to the appointment of Commis 
sioners. The subjects which it is pro- 
posed to refer to the Commission all 
relate to matters affecting Canada and 
the United States; but some of them 
are of Imperial as well as of Canadian 
interest. As the terms of the agreement, 
which only arrived yesterday, have not 
yet been definitely concluded, I imagine 
that it has not been submitted to the 
Senate of the United States. Whether 
it will require to be so submitted I do 
not know. 


SLAVERY IN THE ZANZIBAR 
PROTECTORATE. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foveign Affairs 
whether any steps have yet been taken 
to secure the abolition of slavery, or the 
legal status of slavery, on the mainland 
in whether 


the Zanzibar Protectorate : 


there is any intention to grant to concu- 
the Islands of 


Pemba the power to obtain their free- 


bines in Zanzibar and 


dom; whether he can state how many 
slaves have, up to any recent date, been 
given their freedom in the two islands 
the 6th 


whether papers of freedom 


respectively, under decree of 
April, 1897; 
are given in each case; whether wages 
are paid to the freed slaves by their Arab 
masters; and when further Papers relat- 
ing to the Protectorate will be laid upon 
the Table of the House? 


Mr. CURZON: The answer to the 
honourable Member’s Questions will 


be found in Papers which are now being 
prepared, relating to the operation of the 
Abolition Decree during the past year, 
and which I hope will very shortly be in 
the possession of honourable Members. 


Mr. J, A. PEASE: Can the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman say when we may 
expect them ? 


Mr. CURZON: I cannot fix the pre- 
cise date; they are being printed, and 
I hope will be ready in the course of 
the next week or two. 





Mr. Steadman. 
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EXPLOSION ON THE ZASTLANDS. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the case of an explo- 
sion on board the steamer Lastlands, 
owned by Messrs. J. T. Wilson and Com- 
pany, of West Hartlepool, caused by a 
tin of bitumastic enamel, by which the 
boatswain was killed on the spot, and 
another of the crew so badly injured that 
he died; and whether the Home Office 
has any jurisdiction over the use of these 
explosive and inflammable paints and 
enamels; if not, whether he will consider 
the advisability of bringing in a short 
Bill laying down safeguards and condi- 
tions under which such dangerous com- 
pounds must be stored, used, or handled? 


Tne SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: J have been 
supplied by the Board of Trade with a 
report of this case. It occurred through 
an accident while the ship was being 
loaded in a foreign port. The matter is 
not, in these circumstances, within the 
jurisdiction either of the Home Office cr 
ef the Board of Trade, but the Board 
of Trade have recently issued a notice 
calling the attention of masters and offi- 
cers of ships to the dangers in the use 
of inflammable paint. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Can the right honourable Gentle- 
man say what was the nature of the acci- 
dent ? 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: It was not an 
accident arising from the use of inflam- 
mable paints. A cask was broken while 
being loaded in a foreign port—in 
tussia, I believe; the vapours escaped, 
and the explosion was caused by some 
ignorant person taking a lighted match 
into the hold. 


FATALITY AT THE CHELMSFORD 
ELECTRIC WORKS. 

Mr. TENNANT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the case of an accident in a trans- 
former box at Chelmsford on Saturday 
last, by which Edward Fell, foreman of 
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the outdoor works of the Chelmsford 
Electric Lighting Company was killed ; 
whether it has yet been decided if trans- 
former boxes are workshops within the 
meaning of the Factory and Workshops 
Acts; whether the test case suggested 
has been yet entered into; and, in view 
of the frequent fatalities arising from 
the generation and distribution of elec- 
tricity at high pressure, what steps are 
intended to be taken to safeguard the 
lives of the operatives? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror ne 
HOME DEPARTMENT: My attention 
has been called to this case. The report 
which I have received appears to show 
that the deceased, a foreman, and an 
experienced workman, met his death in 
consequence of his own neglect of the 
regulations laid down by the company. 
The test case, to which the honourable 
Member refers, has been for some time 
in the hands of the Treasury Solicitor, 
and I am informed that it is being 
Until it is decided f 
cannot, I am afraid, take any action in 
this matter. 


pressed forward. 


STEEL CAPS FOR PROJECTILES. 

GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he is aware that the 
United States Government have adopted, 
after three years’ exhaustive trial, a new 
invention, consisting of a steel cap for 
projectiles, stated to increase their efti- 
ciency 25 per cent.; whether he is aware 
that this invention has been used in the 
recent naval battles with great effect and 
success ; and whether the attention of the 
Ordnance authorities has been called to 
this invention; if so, what steps, if vy, 
have been taken to test its value for the 
British service? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The use of a cap 
on: projectiles is now being tried, and 
experiments are in progress to determine 
its value, but nothing is known of tke 
particular invention referred to in the 
Question. 
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ANGLO-AMERICAN COMMISSION. 

Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can state if any of the terms 
which were proposed by Lord Salisbury 
as a basis for a Treaty of Arbitration 
between Great Britain and the United 
States in 1897 are included in the terms 
of the Commission now about to be ap- 
pointed for the settlement of pending 
disputes between the Government of 
Canada and that of the Republic; and, 
if any of such terms are so included, 
whether he will intimate what they are ; 
and whether he can undertake to lay upon 
the Table of the House, on an early date, 
the text of the agreement which creates 
this Commission? 


Mr. CURZON: The negotiations in 


1896 were directed to the conclusion of 
a general Arbitration Treaty, and did not 


include any specific proposals of the 
character apparently alluded to by the 
honourable Member. The text of the 


agreement with reference to the present 
Commission, which is for the settlement 
of certain specific questions, only arrived 
yesterday, and I cannot, therefore, at this 
moment give a pledge as asked for in 
the second Question. But I think that 
there will probably be no objection to 
laying the agreement before the House 
in due course at the close of the negotia 
tions. 


ALLOWANCES FOR VOLUNTEER 
FIELD OFFICERS. 
Sir E. LAWRENCE (Cornwall, Truro) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that, while an in- 
fantry field officer is allowed travelling 
expenses to camp or te inspection out of 
camp, no allowance is sanctioned for the 
railway fare of his horse, which is a neces 
sary portion of his equipment? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is presumed this 
Question refers to field officers of Volun- 
teer infantry. The travelling allowances 
authorised by the Volunteer regulations 
are corps allowances to enable the corps 
to defray the cost of conveyance of men, 
horses, and stores to and from camp, 
inspection and battalion drill. 
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CLERGY CHARGES ON THE INDIAN 
REVENUE. 
Sis J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 


N.E.): I beg to ask the Under Secre 
tary of State for War what was the 
amount paid from the revenues of India 
in the last financial year to clergy other 
than those of the Church of England ; 
and what is the estimated annual value 
of the endowments of Native religions, 
whether Christian, Mahomedan, Hindoo, 
etc., protected by the Government of 
India! 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) also 
asked the Secretary of State for India 
what was the amount paid by the tax- 
payers of India during the last financial 
year towards the maintenance of the 
clergy of the Established Church? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The accounts for the last finan- 
cial year are not yet available, but I can 
give the figures for 1896-7. Those for 
the previcus year were furnished to the 
House in the Return C.410, of August 
1897. The charges in India in 1896-7 
yn account of the clergy of various 
denominations were in tens of rupees as 
follows :—Church of England, 133,816; 
Church of Scotland, 10,828; Church of 
Rome, 31,620; other denominations, 
6,929—Total, Rx.183,193. The annual 
value of the State endowments en- 
joyed under Government protection by 
Hindu and Mahomedan religious inst1- 
tutions cannot be stated with accuracy, 
but in 1883 it was estimated at three and 
a half millions. 


MAJOR A. GYBBON SPILSBURY. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether Major A. Gybbon 
Spilsbury has been gazetted out of the 
Militia after 30 years’ service, and has 
been refused a court-martial; and, if so, 
whether this action on the part of the 
War Office was determined by Major 
Spilsbury’s connection with the expedi- 


tion of the TZ'ourmaline to the Sus 
country ! 
Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir; Major 


Spilsbury has beer. gazetted out. No 
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question of a court-martial was raised. 
Major Spilsbury shipped a cargo of arms 
in the Z’ourmaline, and landed them at 
Morocco despite three warnings from the 
Foreign Office that his proceedings would 
not be countenanced. Having disre 
garded these warnings his services were 
dispensed with and no court-martial was 
necessary. 


Germany 


BRYANT AND MAY’S MATCHES. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
the matches in use in the House of Com- 
mons are supplied by Messrs. Bryant and 
May ; and, if so, whether, in view of the 
recent revelations showing that this firm 
were convicted of a breach of the Factory 
Act by which certain of their employees 
were poisoned, he will see that matches 
made by some other British or Irish 
manufacturer are used in the House of 
Commons instead of Bryant and May’s! 


Mr. HANBURY: Perhaps the honour- 
able Member will postpone this Question 
till Monday, and then address it to the 
First Commissioner of Works. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: But I am 
advised that the First Commissioner of 
Works is not the person to answer it. 
Can you, Mr. Speaker, inform me who is, 
for I want to get an answer to the Ques- 
tion? 


Mr. SPEAKER: I am not the autho- 
rity on that point. Perhaps the honour- 
able Member will address his Question to 
the Leader of the House. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I have no 
objection to putting it to the whole of 
the occupants of the Treasury Bench. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he can inform the House of the 
amount to be spent during the currént 
year on naval works in England, Scot- 
land, and Ireland respectively; and 
whether he will consent to a Return 
being prepared giving the amount so 
spent during the five years from 1892 to 


1897? 
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THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. A. CHAMBERLAIN, Wor- 


cestershire, E.): As was stated yesterday 
in reply to a similar Question the infor- 
mation cannot be given. 


Mr. PIRIE: May I ask is it not the 
case that the information was refused 
because nothing is spent in Scotland? Is 
not that why the Government put diffi- 
culties in the way of obtaining the in- 
formation ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
Sir; the honourable Gentleman is quite 
misinformed as to that. 


Mr. PIRIE: Is not the little that is 
spent on Scotland out of all proportion 
to 





Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


ESPERANCE BAY. 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether the Admiralty have 
considered the advisability of making a 
naval depét and coaling station at Es- 
perance Bay, Western Australia; and, 
if so, what decision has been come to? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The Board of Admi- 
ralty do not propose to establish a naval 
depot at Esperance Bay. 


GERMANY AND CHINA. 

Mr. PROVAND: I bee to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs when he will lay upon the Table 
a copy of the dispatch sent to the Ger- 
man Government, spontaneously intimat- 
ing to them that we would not call in 
question their rights or interest in the 
province of Shantung or lay down rail- 
way communication from Wei-hai-Wei to 
the interior, and also the reply of the 
German Government thereto! 


Mr. CURZON : I thing the honourable 


Member has forgotten that I answered 
this Question on May 24th. 
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Mr. PROVAND: May I say that the 
right honourable Gentleman said it was 
published in the newspapers, and may I 
ask whether we are to have the dispatch 
laid on the Table here or are we to con- 
tent ourselves with what appears in the 
newspapers ! 


Anomalies of 


Mr. CURZON: I do not at all accept 
the interpretation put by the honourable 
Gentleman either upon my _ previous 
answer or upon the facts of the case, and 
I have nothing to add to what I have 
already said. 


Mr. PROVAND : I wish to ask whether 
we are to have a copy of this important 
dispatch presented to this House or not? 
Will the right honourable Gentleman say 
that? If sc, when! If not, will he say 
why we are to be refused a copy? 

Mr. CURZON: That is exactly the 
Question I have twice answered in this 
House and which the First Lord of the 
Treasury answered on a previous occasion. 
I must protest against the action of the 
honourable Member in putting three 
times a Question which has already been 
twice answered. 

Mr. PROVAND : I beg to say that I will 
bring it before the House again; that I 
have not asked this Question thre2 times: 
and that I am asking it for the first time, 
because I received an evasive— 





Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right honourable Gentleman has said that 
he declines to answer further. 

Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.): Aris- 
ing out of this Question, may I ask the 


First Lord of the Treasury whether ne 
will 





Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member cannot put a Ques- 
tion to one Minister arising out of 
Question addressed to another Minister. 


Mr. W. REDMOND: I beg to give 
notice that I shall put the Question down. 


a 


ANOMALIES OF PARLIAMENTARY 
REGISTRATION. 
Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg to 
ack the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether his attention has been directed 
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to the great and continuing increase 
from year to year of the disparities in the 
representation of the people in Parlia- 
ment; whether he is aware that the latest 
Return shows the extent of the disparity 
between the highest and lowest number of 
electors returning a Member to Parlia- 
ment to be indicated by the figure 1,894 
for the lowest and 24,911 for the highest ; 
and whether and when the Government 
will take the matter of redistribution into 
consideration ? 


Mr. MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): May I 
ask whether the right honourable 
Gentleman is aware that in accordance 
with the return mentioned in the second 
paragraph of the Question of the honour- 
able Member for Wandsworth the repre 
sentation of Dublin University, which 
returns two Members of Parliament, is 
only 4,000, while the representation of 
the Enelish Universities, which return 
five Members, is only 16,000? 


Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a regular 
Question to ask the Government. It is 
quite obvious that if it were admitted 
every Member might get up and put a 
similar ()uestion. 


Mr. MacNEILL: I am referring, Sir, 
to the second paragraph of the Question 
of the honourable Gentleman opposite, 
which is guilty of a similar irregularity. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
In answer to my honourable Friend I 
have to say that I do not doubt that the 
anomalies he has ‘pointed out are real 
and are probably increasing, and I will 
add that I think them deserving the very 
serious attention of the Government. 


Mr. KIMBER: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman notice that I asked 
“whether and when” the Government 
will take the matter into consideration? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I did notice that my honourable 
Friend asked me “whether and when,” 
and it was with intention that I avoided 
answering him. 

Mr. MacNEILL: Does the answer of 
the right honourable Gentleman apply to 
University representation as well? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: My answer was a general answer. 
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NATIONAL MONUMENTS. 
Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead): I 
bee to ask the First Lord of the Trea 
sury whether, seeing that any memorial 
which, in pursuance of the Resolution of 
this House and at the public charge, may 
be erected to Mr. Gladstone in West- 
minster Abbey, will so soon as erected 
be entirely under the control of the Dean 
and Chapter of the Abbey, and may at 
any time be removed or altered by them 
without the sanction of this House, in 
like manner as memorials similarly 
erected by Parliament in St. Paul’s 
Cathedral have been removed and altered, 
he will grant facilities this Session for 
the passing into law of the National 
Monuments in Churches Bill, which is in- 
tended to prevent the removal or altera- 
tion, unless Parliamentary sanction be 
first obtained, of monuments erected in 
churches or cathedrals out of public 
moneys in pursuance of a Vote by Parlia- 
ment? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I suppose that my honourable 
Friend in putting this question has in 
mind the matter in which he took a 
strong personal interest in regard to an 
incident connected with a monument in 
St. Paul’s Cathedral. I do not think 
there is any imminent danger that the 
Dean and Chapter are likely to inter- 
fere with the monuments in Westminster 
Abbey, and therefore the danger to which 
he alludes cannot be described as a 
pressing one. 


Sm ELLIOTT LEES: Does the right 
honourable Gentleman realise that a 
future Dean and Chapter may possibly 
take steps to remove monuments! 


[No Reply.] 


AMERICAN-SPANISH WAR. 

Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the condition of the 
population in the Island of Cuba, and to 
the sufferings and evils arising out of 
the Spanish-American war, Her Majesty's 
Government, or any of the European 
Powers, have any intention of intervening 
with a view to securing a cessation of 
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hostilities, and inducing one or both of 
the belligerents to negotiate for terms 
of peace! 


Tua FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: Her Majesty’s Government will 
gladly take any favourable opportunity 
of promoting a cessation of hostilities 
and negotiations for a definitive peace. 
But any action on their part for this 
purpose can only be undertaken if there 
should ba reasonable prospects of its 
being well received by both parties and 
of its leading to an agreement between 
them. There is, unfortunately, no suffi- 
cient ground as yet for believing that 
these conditions exist. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 


Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Westminster, 
Strand): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to introduce s 
Measure for the better provision of Local 
Government in London in the course of 
the present Session ; and, if not, whether 
the Government will undertake to bring 
in such a measure at the earliest possible 
date in the next Session of Parliament in 
this House? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: As my honourable Friend is 
aware, I gave a pledge to the House last 
Monday, when asking for special privi- 
leges for Government business, to the 
effect that I would not press forward any 
Bill not yet introduced that was likely to 
lead to controversy. I am afraid that 
the Measure which my honourable Friend 
alludes to comes within that category, 
and therefore, even if introduced in the 
course of the present Session, there will 
be no prospect of its being passed into 
law. I therefore think it would probably 
be advisable to defer to next Session its 
introduction, but I am quite ready to 
give the undertaking which my honour- 
able Friend asks for in the last part of 
his Question. 


SOUTH-WEST BRITISH INDIA. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg two 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been drawn 
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Belfast 


to the fact that the Portuguese Govern- 
ment, interested by treaty through the 
West Portuguese Railway, has remon- 
strated against certain private agree. 
ments between the Great Indian Penin- 
sular and the Southern Mahratta Rail- 
ways, whereby traffic has been, and con- 
tinues to be, diverted from the West 
Portuguese Railway to the detriment of 
trade in large districts of South-Western 
British India; and what action does the 
Government of India propose to take in 
the matter? 


Toa SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: Yes, Sir, I am aware of the 
fact, and have for some time past been 
endeavouring to effect an agreement on 
the matters in dispute. 


IRISH DAY MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is yet in a position 
to make any statement as to the deci- 
sion of the Treasury on the Reports of 
the Committee on the acceleration of the 
Irish Day Mail services? 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir. 


Mr. CAREW: Will the full Reports 
be laid on the Table? 


Mr. HANBURY: I do not think we 
shall be able to lay the full Reports, but 
the essence will be given. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Sir W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): Can the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury state what the business will be for 
next week! 


Tae FIRST LORD or true TREA- 
SURY: As regards Monday, the first 
business will be the Budget Bill, and the 
second order the East India Loan Bill, 
introduced by my noble Friend the Secre- 
tary of State for India. If that is not dis- 
posed of on that day it will be set down 
for Tuesday, when we propose to make 
the London University Bill first 
order. 

Mr. H. Roberts. 


the 
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Supply will be taken on Friday next 
week ! 

Tue FIRST LORD or true TREA- 
SURY: I am unwilling to give a definite 
pledge, but in all probability the Edu- 
cation Estimates will be taken. 


Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford): It 
would be a great convenience to Irish 
Members if the right honourable Gentle- 
man will say when the discussion on the 
financial relations between England and 
Treland will be taken. We understood 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
before the Whitsuntide recess that pro- 
bably the date would be Monday week, 
but nothing definite was stated. 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I cannot at the moment fix the 
day. I do not think it will be Monday, 
but I will take care that it immediately 
precedes or succeeds the Report stage of 
the Irish Local Government Bill. 

Mr. J. REDMOND: I must ask the 
right honourable Gentleman to arrange 
that the discussion should precede the 
Report stage of the Irish Bill, in accor- 
dance with the promise made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. Also, I 
hope that a week's notice will be given 
of the date. 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I understand my right honour- 
able Friend gave a pledge that the dis- 
cussion should precede the Report stage 
of the Irish Bill, and that pledge. of 
course, will be adhered to. I had sup- 
posed it would be a matter of indifference 
to Irish Members, seeing they are bound 
to be here, whether it came on imme- 
sill. I will 
endeavour to give a week’s notice of the 
date of the discussion. 


diately before or after the 


BELFAST RIOTS. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Attorney General for Ireland if 
there is any truth in the report pub- 
lished in the newspapers that Catholic 
workmen have been attacked on Queen’s 
Island, and that Catholic mill girls have 
been unable to return to their work. 











Tus ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxinson, Londonderry, N.) : 
We have received a telegram from Bel- 
fast this morning, but no mention is 
made of such an incident. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 234.] 


Minutes of proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 234.] 


Bill, as amended by the Standing 
Committee, to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Thursday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 245.] 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 
] (SCOTLAND) BILL, 

“To nominate the Select Committee cn 
Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill :—The 
Lord Advocate, Mr. Anstruther, Mr. Blake, 
Mr. Caldwell, Sir Thomas Gibson-Carmichael, 
Dr. Clark, Mr. Courtney, Mr. Crombie. Sir 
Charles Dalrymple, Mr. Gordon, Mr. Herbert 
Lewis, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. McKillop, 
Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Thor- 
burn, and Mr. Stuart Wortley; That the 
Committee have power to send for persons, 
papers and records; That five be the 
quorum.”—(Sir William Walrond.) 


On the name of the Lord Advocate, 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Abeideenshire, 
W.): I do not wish to re-open the Debate 
we had last night, nor do I wish to chal- 
lenge the composition of the Committee. 
No doubt it has been put together with 
great care and skill, and I observe on it 
the names of what may be called most 
representative Scotchmen. The only 
thing I wish to do is to enter one final 
protest against the narrow limits out of 
which this Committee has been formed. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem- 
ber cannot enter into a general discussion 
of that kind. He must give his reasons 
for or against the name of the Lord 
Advocate being accepted by the House. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: May I chal 


lenge a name? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem- 
ber may object to a name. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : I only wish to 
challenge a name for the purpose of rais- 
ing, in a very slight form, the question 
we discussed last night. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If I understand the 
honourable Member aright, what he 
wishes to do is to challenge the presence 
cf English Members on the Committee. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: Yes. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: In that case the 
honourable Member can best raise that 
point by challenging the name of 
an English Member when that name is 
arrived at. At present what he is object- 
ing to is the name of a Scotch Member. 


Question put— 


“That the following be members of the 
Committee: The Lord Advocate, Mr. An- 
struther, Mr. Blake, Mr. Caldwell, Sir 
Thomas Gibson-Carmichael, and Dr. Clark.” 


Agreed to. 


Question put— 


‘That Mr, Courtney be a member of the 
Committee.” 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : I object. There 
is no one in the House whom I would 
rather see on the Committee than the 
right honourable Gentleman. He has 
great experience in these matters, and I 
would welcome him the more especially 
because of the views he is known to enter- 
tain. I am sure he would be a very 
valuable member of this or any other 
Committee. I only wish, in objecting to 
his name, to make a protest against the 
composition of a Committee of this kind, 
because it is not entirely made up of 
Scotch Members. I hope that no charge 
of obstruction will be brought against 
Scotch Members, who, having been 
kept out, perhaps necessarily, from this 
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Committee, will, in discussing a matter 
of so much importance to their country, 
take every opportunity allowed by the 
forms of the House to debate the various 
questions deliberated and decided upon 
upstairs. 


Question put— 


“That Mr. Courtney, Mr. Crombie, Sir 
Charles Dalrymple, Mr. Gordon, Mr. Herbert 
Lewis, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. McKillop, 
Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Thor- 
burn, and Mr. Stuart Wortley be members of 
the Committee.” 


Agreed to. 
Question put— 


“That the Committee have power to send 
for persons, papers, and records.” 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark, Par- 
tick): There is one question with regard 
to the power of the Committee that is 
very important. It was raised last night, 
and I do not feel at all sure whether 
the power given to the Committee 
sufficient to cover the point I am raising, 
which is a very important part of the 
question of private Bill procedure. My 
point is in regard to the House fees 
charged both in this House and the House 


is 


of Lerds. I understood the right honour- | 


able Gentleman yesterday, when the ques 
tion was raised, that he wag of opinion 
that that was a thing that the Committee 
should enter into. I do not think, Mr. 
Speaker, that it would be proper to ask 
you whether it is in order for the Com- 
mittee to enter into that question ; 
because the Committee will have 
to decide that for themselves, 
but I think I may ask the righi 
honourable Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether it is the intention 
of the Government that the Committee 
shall have power to enter into that very 
essential part of the question, and 
whether the Government is willing to 
move a special instruction that the Com- 
mittee shall have power to take evidence 
and to enter into the subject in the Re- 
port that they will give to the House, if 
it should turn out that the present refer- 
ence does not give sufficient power with- 
out such special instruction. 
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Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): 
There can be no doubt that the Com- 
mittee will have ample power. The 
scheme proposed is that there should be 
a new system altogether differing entirely 
from the existing system. It seems to 
me, therefore, that the Committee will 
have ample power to inquire into the 
matter mentioned by my honourable 
Friend without this special instruction. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The honourable Gentleman who 
has just sat down has taken, I think, a 
correct view of the powers of the Com- 
mittee. I do not believe there will be 
any difficulty in carrying out the investi- 
ation which my honourable Friend 
desires, because, in my opinion, it is 
essential, in order to estimate the value 
and the cost of the new system the cost 
of the existing system should be before 
those who have to form a judgment. I 
believe that the powers of the Committee 
are ample for any such purpose. 


Supply. 


. 
5 


Question agreed to. 
Question put— 
“That five be the quorum.” 


Agreed to. 


| ORDER OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY [18TH ALLotrEep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberiand, 


Penrith), Carman of Ways and MEans, 
in the Chair.] 


(In the Committee.) 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS 
Estimates, 1898-9. 
Cuass II. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £50,971, be 


granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 








Dr. Farquharson. 
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in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Department of Her 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Ques- 
tion proposed— 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, 
in respect of the salary of the Secretary of 
State.”"—(Sir Charles Dilke, ) 


*Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest 
of Dean): The Committee of the 
House has a sufficient knowledge of what 
passes in the full House for every 


Member to be well aware that a day | 


was refused by the Government for the 
discussion of a Motion upon the subject 
of the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs being also Prime Minister. The 
present day was granted by the Govern- 
ment for the general discussion of the 
Foreign Office Vote at the request of the 
Leader of the Opposition, and I think also 
at what was the unanimous wish of the 
House. Under these circumstances I 
propose to-day to deal rather with what 
seems to me to have been the failure of 
the Government in the conduct of the 
foreign affairs of the country during the 
last year than with the causes of that 
failure. There is, perhaps, the more 
reason for separating the two things on 
this occasion, inasmuch as there is 


another cause of failure in addition to | 


the cause which I have named, which 
would carry us rather far in extending 
the discussion to-night, and that is, that 


the Foreign Office has been engaged in | 


an increasing degree upon matters other 
than its own proper work. For example, 
the Foreign Office now administers what 
are in fact colonies, and colonies which 
are very difficult to administer, and in 
which such questions as Zanzibar slavery 
and the question of the fugitive slaves 
in the coast-strip of British East Africa 
perplex it, and add greatly to the al- 
ready difficult task of governing. The 
Foreign Office has now its own armies, 
such as the Central Africa Rifles, the 
Uganda Rifles, and several distinct forces 
of Indian troops; all of these are under 
Foreign Office control, and, accordingly, 
the Foreign Office wages and carries 91 
wars. In the present year it has carried 
on the war against the Zulus, near the 
Zambesi, and also a very serious war in- 
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deed in Uganda and Buddu. It has also 
fitted out expeditions such as the Juba 
expedition, which has already been dis- 
cussed in this House, and it has made such 
a grievous mistake as to appoint to com- 
mand the Soudanese troops an officer 
known to be the most obnoxious to those 
troops. Many of these mistakes which 
have been made—many of the failures 
which have taken place—in our foreign 
affairs would not have happened had the 
Foreign Office not been overburdened 
with work other than its own diplomatic 
work, which it should have been left 
free to concentrate its energies upon. In 
my opinion, no better step in the right 
direction could be taken than to free the 
| Foreign Office from these matters, which 
are not its own proper concern. With 
regard to the chief points of failure in 
the foreign affairs of this country, I 
should like to allude very briefly to 
those two which were mentioned a year 
ago upon this Vote, because they have 
come up again in the course of this last 
| 12 months. On the Vote last year we 
lreferred principally to the question of 
'Crete. Whenever we criticise the con- 
| duct of the Foreign Office it is said to us 
that we ought to submit some alternative 
| policy, and the Members of the Govern- 
| ment, speaking in the country, constantly 
taunt the Opposition with having no 
foreign policy of their own as an alterna- 
tive. I will not make the classical re- 
tort that when “called in” we will pre- 
scribe—but there is a quotation from 
Burke in his famous speech on Concilia- 
tion with America which seems to me to 
be peculiarly applicable. The quotation 
is this— 











“Tt generally argues some degree of natural 
impotence of mind or some want of know~- 
ledge of the world to hazard plans of govern- 
ment except from a seat of authority.” 


But in reference to this Cretan question, 
we did propose an alternative policy. 
We did point out to the House, and I 
believe that facts have justified us in 
what we said a year and a half ago in 
the early spring, that the Cretan ques- 
tion was at the disposal of Her Majesty’s 
Government, and the Government could 
have settled that question consistently 
with the traditions of this country and 
consistently with the cause of freedom 
and of progress in the East. When the 
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Eastern Question was shifted from 
Armenia to Crete it was brought into a 
tangible form. Crete was surrounded 
by our fleets and the disposal of that 
question rested with us, because we 
should have carried Russia and France 
with us in the policy which is now being 
adopted in Crete, and I believe that all 
the Powers would have concurred more 
or less willingly in that course. I do not 
believe that had that course been pur- 
sued which we recommended there would 
have been the faintest risk of war, and 
Crete would have been saved a year and 
a half of anarchy. Instead, however, 
of doing that England preferred to play 
a backward part. On that occasion we 
also complained of the manner in which 
the Government treated the House on 
this Cretan question. That treatment 
has continued throughout the year, a 
treatment which was brought to a head 
when Lord Salisbury, the Prime Minister 
of England, referred us for a foreign 
policy to the Prime Minister and the 
Foreign Minister of France. In the case 
of Crete it seems to me that the Govern- 
ment only took Parliament into their con- 
fidence when they had met with failure, 


and that has been the case also with 
regard to China. The other matter 


which I mentioned last year on the vote 
was an attack by us—TI think it was a 


very brief one—upon the manner in 
which the Government seems to have 
gone out of its way to invite Russia to 
operate in the Gulf of Pechili. We did 


not raise the question as to whether it 
was wise or not to stand in the way of 
Russia obtaining such a port. We did 
suggest that it was somewhat unwise of 
the Government, who afterwards seem to 
have changed their minds, that they 
should go out of their way to invite 
Russia to Port Arthur. The Government 
now deny that Port Arthur was at that 
time in their thoughts, but in all the 
Pekin news from April, 1895, and especi- 
ally in October, 1895, Port Arthur had 
been named as the pert which Russia 
intended to occupy. The Cassini Con- 
vention named that as the port, and 
although the Government told us that 
the Cassini Convention did not exist, 
that Convention has had the most extra- 
ordinary way of fulfilling itself in every 
word and in every dettul. These were 
the two matters we mentioned last year, 


Sir C. Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 





Supply. 1320 


and I venture to suggest to the Com- 
mittee that the criticisms which we then 
urged have been fully justified by sub- 
sequent events, and our predictions, even 
in the absence of that information which 
the Government alone possesses, have 
come true. It seems to many of us that 
the conduct of public affairs by the 
Foreign Office has gone from bad to 
worse. The Government are in posses- 
sion of an immense majority in the 
House. They have the sunport of the 
House. They have the support even of 
those who express very freely to us their 
difference from the Government in the 
conduct of foreign affairs on many heads, 
because they-think it is better to give 
the Government their general support, 
and justify themselves by saying that 
although the Government have made 
some mistakes if gentlemen on this side 
of the House were in office they would 
have made greater. Now, the Govern- 
ment, with this immense majority, un- 
hampered by the House of Commons and 
less hampered by the Opposition than 
was ever any Government, have failed in 
almost every point in the conduct of 
foreign affairs. In Crete pas alysis still, 
at this moment, continues, and in other 
places which I shall have to name, the 
story of the failure is told by the papers 
which the Government themselves have 
chosen for presentation to the House. I 
think, Sir, that the country is itself 
perhaps not entirely blameless for the 
failure in foreign affairs which has 
ceccurred. There has, undoubtedly, been 
a great deal too much shouting in the 
last few years and not enough of fore- 
sight—too much of what I should call 
a blind and indiscriminate feeling and 
use of Jingo language, which JI, for one, 
although I am called a Jingo—{Mr. 
Courtney: Hear, hear.}—should be 
the first to repudiate. [Cheers from the 


Conservative be nehes. | I will take 
up that cheer, because my _ right 
honourable Friend has called ine 


an Imperialist and a Jingo. I am one 
of those who are in favour of large 
for this and 


in increasing the strength of 


armaments country, 
believe 
our defences for the sake of peace, and 
one of the very reasons why I desire that 
is because I repudiate the idea of making 
our policy depend upon the policy of 








1321 Supply. 
others, and I have always repudiated, 
and never ceased to repudiate, the policy 
of grab which is commonly associated 
with the name of Jingo, and in every 
case where that policy has prevailed I 
have gone into the Lobby with my right 
honourable Friend in opposition to that 
policy. As regards that portion of the 
globe in which that policy has most 
prevailed, there can be no doubt that 
during last year the practice of painting 
the globe red on maps which has gone 
on merrily for some years past has 
received a check. Books of refer- 
ence containing maps show large terri- 
tories as white now which a year ago 
were coloured pink as though they were 
in the possession of this country. In 
the whole of that policy of grab there 
was too little reality. The whole thing 
was a sham. We were aiming at a 
Chinese kind of glory. Clearly it has 
received a check during this present 
year, and if I blame the public to any 
extent for what has occurred, it is be 
cause, as I said just now, there has been 
a want of foresight—-a want of calmly 
making up your mind in advance as to 
what you were going to stick to—aye 
or no—which has led to many of the 
disasters which have occurred. Now, 
Sir, I submit that the worst policy in 
these matters is to have regard to our 
own rights only and not to the rights 
of others. We want our country to be 
viewed with that respect which men 
will ever cherish for unbending integrity 
of purpose. We should be more scru- 
pulous with regard to asserting nominal 
rights which we do not intend to main- 
tain. That is a dangerous policy, but 
it is one which has unfortunately been 
pursued by this country in the last few 
years. As I have observed this after- 
noon, since this Vote was discussed last 
year matters seem to have gone from 
bad to worse so far as the conduct of 
foreign affairs is concerned. The 
Queen’s Speech, at the end of the Ses 
sion last year, mentioned two matters 
to the House; one was what was called 
by this curious title, “A convention for 
a more advantageous frontier for Bur- 
mah,” otherwise known as the Kiang- 


hung Convention, and the other 
was a treaty with Menelik—I mean 
the Abyssinian Treaty, which has 
now been published. With regard 
to this latter, I will only say 
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that whilst it makes a cession of terri- 
tory it makes no settlement of dangerous. 
questions which are involved on the 
Abyssinian frontier. On the contrary, 
it hands over to others a slice of one 
British Protectorate and leaves the 
larger and more important British 
Protectorate, which adjoins Abys- 
sinia, to the exploits and_ enter- 
prise of Count Leontieff. With regard 
to the Kiang-hung Convention, I should 
like to point out to this House that it 
begins with this statement— 


“In consideration of the Government of 
Great Britain consenting to waive its objections 
to the alienation by China by convention with 
France of territory forming a portion of Kiang- 
hung in derogation of the provisions of the 
Convention of 1895.” 


This was a cession by China to France of 
territory which had been ceded by us to 
China on the express understanding that 
it should not be so re-transferred to 
France, and that rebuff to us—that 
very serious rebuff to our policy—was 
brought about by violent pressure 
applied by France and Russia at Pekin. 
I am bound to say that the passing 
over of that matter in the manner in 
which it was passed over by the 
Government does not seem to me to 
have been in the cause of peace, for 


the reasons which I shall give. As to 
the Siam arrangement, out of which 


this rebuff to the Government policy 
arose, there has been perhaps some 
difference of opinion as to the extent 
of the criticism which has been directed 
against it. "Lord Rosebery, who was re- 
sponsible for the previous settlement 
effected under his Government, has de- 
clared that the Siam arrangement was 
already a gift to France, as compared to 
the state of things he left when he went 
out of office. Lord Salisbury, when he 
came into office, found a buffer State 
accepted—admitted to be so by France. 
This he gave up. He let France have 
Batambong and Siemrap, and the Trans- 
Mekong part of British Keng-cheng. 
[“No!”] This is an accurate statement 
of what was transferred by the arrange- 
ment made when Lord Salisbury came 
into power. 

*Mr. CURZON (Lancashire, 
port): Transferred to whom? 
*Sir C. DILKE: Not transferred? 


South- 
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*Mr. CURZON: You said they were 
transferred. 


*Sir C. DILKE: Well, they are 
under the sphere of French influence, 
and Chantabown actually occupied j 
by French forces ; so that to all intents 
and purposes they have been transferred 
to France, and are under French influence 
at the present time. When this transfer 
was referred to I protested against it, 


is 





and the right honourable Gentleman 
who, when in Opposition, told us the 
value of what we have lost, in office 


pacified us by stating that the upper 
Mekong was not available for naviga- 
tion, and yet I believe there is at the) 
present time a French steamer on it 
now where they said no ship could pos- 
sibly go. But in this connection I am 
only concerned at the rebuff received by 
this country. Lord Salisbury was a 
free agent, and in this case he was not 
bound by his own past as he was bound 


‘ 
¢ 





in the case of Madagascar and Tunis. 
He could, in fact, have done what he| 
chose. But this remarkable rebuff, and | ‘ 


the way in which he took it, does not, | 


judging from other events which I shall | 
have to describe, seem to have conduced | 
to the cause of peace. Now, Sir, in | 


addition to the Cretan and Abyssinian 


failures and this Kiang-hung rebuff, we 
have the new Foreign Office Papers | 
sent out since last Session concerning | 


the state of China, the Tunis Convention, 
and Papers concerning Madagascar. With 


| 
| 


regard to the Tunis Convention with | 
France, that is wholly new since last | 
year. That Convention gives up our 


perpetual trade Treaty, and it creates a 

temporary arrangement with regard to 
cottons, not including yarns, and it gives 
up what is the most important point of all 
—our Most- rie d-Ni ng: treatment. 


as well as aes whi are conv ensant with | 
diplomacy, know how essential to this | 


country the principle of the most 
favoured nation clause has been. We 


do not ask for especially favourable 
treatment for ourselves, but what we do 
want is that other people shall not have 


specially favoured treatment at our 
expense. 
*Mr. CURZON: I am again sorry to 


interrupt the right honourable Gentle- 
man, but I must point out that by the 
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Treaty we retain our favoured nation 
rights in Tunis for 40 years. 

*Sir C. DILKE: Not so far as France 
is concerned, and that is the whole point. 
We no longer have a special market for 
our goods. We have the clause, but we 
have the favoured market given to 
another Power. That is the whole point, 
because the trade with Tunis is almost 
entirely either British or French. Now, 
Sir, this case, as I say, differs from the 


case of Siam, because Lord Salisbury 
could not help himself. He was bound 
by his own past. When our Govern- 


ment occupied Cyprus, for reasons which 
we have always thought insufficient, and 
in pursuance of a policy which has always 


| appeared to us to be unwise, the French 


Ambassador, M. Waddineton, before the 
opening of the Congress at Berlin, in- 
formed the French nation, in a dispatch 
published in France, that when he had 
eae led Lord Salisbury had voluntarily 
suggested Tunis to him, and had gone 


to suggest to the French 


that they should have Tunis, saying, 
“Why don’t you take Tunis? You 
cannot leave ¢ ‘arthage in the hands cf 


the barbarians. Lord Salisbury never 


| contested that statement, and he replied 


that M. Waddineton had ‘ 
with entire accuracy 
of his remarks, 
been : 


“remembered 
the general drift” 
but that there had not 
direct offer by this country, but 
only “a speculative discussion.” "Well, 
Sir, whatever it may have been, there is 
no doubt that the French nation believed, 
and that M. Waddington went to his 
grave believing, that there had been A 


A 
\ 


| special and positive offer by this coun- 


try of Tunis to France. When France 
ultimately went to Tunis in 1881 we were 
able to preserve our Treaty, hopelessly, as 
our case had been given away by Lord 
Salisbury on the occasion to which I have 
selersed. We obtained from France the 
promise that our “Treaty of 1875 is to 
remain in force.” Yet, in spite of that, 
Lord Salisbury was so ‘deeply committed 
by his past in this matter, that he was 
hardly able to contest the F rench change 
of view, that this perpetual Treaty 
is gone, and we-lost our Most-Favoured- 
Nation treatment compared with 
France. Now, Sir, the question is, did 
even this concession help on the cause 
of peace? Have subsequent 
sions which the Government 


SO 


as 


conces- 
have 
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made in other parts of the, world 
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gone to show that this policy of 
concession staves off future demands! 
Were they worth making for the sake 
of general peace! Should we not be 
likely to preserve peace more steadily 
and certainly if we stood up for our own 
legal rights, not by the use of violent 
language, but in a peaceful and quiet 
manner holding our own? That is the 
question. Where have been the greatest 
dangers between ourselves and France 
since this Tunis concession? They are, I 
think, at the present moment, in West 
Africa, where France is camped in the 
back country of the Gold Coast and of 
Lagos ; and, at all. times, in Newfoundland 
In both this self-governing colony and in 
Africa we are at the mercy of events, with 
little power to control them. But let us 
contrast the action of the two Govern- 
ments in these two cases. In the case of 
Newfoundland we hold that we are bound 
by the terms of the Treaty of Utrecht, 
which was imposed on France at the close 
of a victorious war in 1713. We not 
only maintain the terms of that Treaty so 
far as they go against us, but we have 
gone infinitely beyond the strict terms 
of the Treaty in the concessions to France 
which we have made for the sake of 
peace. For example, last year, and 
perhaps this year—there are changes 
every year, and I have no _ know- 
ledge of what has taken place this 
year—but last year, in the month of 
May, we compelled all the fishermen 
on the coast to sell bait to the French 
at alower price than that at which they 
had been allowed to sell to other fisher- 
men, including those from the United 
States; and that was done for the sake 
of peace without legality—entirely 
without law, but under the powers which 
the naval officers on the station have. 
That instance alone goes to show to what 
extremes we have gone in the direction 
of concession, as compared with the in- 
vasion of our rights elsewhere by the 
Power principally concerned. With 
regard to West Africa, I cannot, of course, 
deal with the territorial settlement which 
seems to have been arrived at, and I am 
dealing only with the notorious fact 
that in October last negotiations 
were proceeding in Paris between Sir 
Edmund Monson and M. Hanotaux with 
a view of reaching a settlement, and 
that in December the French force, which 


knew that those negotiations were still 
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in progress, advanced into a territory 
which they knew we claimed as our owa. 
In December, while the Conference was 
still sitting at Paris, a fresh invasion of 
the Lagos back country took place, and 
an armed march was made by a French 
expedition into Borgu. As late as the 
31st of December there was desperate 
fichting near Niki, between French troops 
who knew that the Conference was sit- 
ting, and natives under our protection ; 
and in February a forward French move 
ment was renewed. To judge from this 
invasion during diplomatic negotiations, 
the Tunis Convention itself does not seem 
to have promoted the cause of peace. I 
am bound to say that such proceedings, 
after the manner in which we had 
yielded to French pressure, not only in 
China but in Siam, and in Tunis, 
do not show that our concessions have 
produced that regard for our assumed 
rights, or even for diplomatic relations, 
which we should have been inclined, 
under the circumstances, to expect. Now, 
Sir, when such transactions are criticised 
the Government always reply in both 
Houses by asking, “Would you have 
gone to war at this or that par- 
ticular point, for this or that 
particular object?” But I wish to submit 
to the Committee that that is not a fair 
argument. It is not one which has been 
allowed in the case of those who have 
been most successful in the conduct of 
foreign affairs in this country. The 
man, perhaps of all others, who con- 
ducted the foreign affairs of this country 
with the greatest success, and maintained 
the peace with the respect of all 
parties in the State, was Mr. Canning, 
and I believe his action is repudiated 
now only by the right honourable Mem- 
ber for Thanet, who I do _ not 
see in his place. Mr. Canning (who 
was not a war Minister), when he 
wags Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, and when he was Prime Minister 
—for he refused to be both at the same 
time—always ridiculed that doctrine in 
this House. There was one retzarkable 
occasion, when Russia was interfering 
with our trade to our Hudson Bay posts 
on the frontier of her Alaska territory. 
Russia, of course, held Alaska, which she 
afterwards sold to the United States. 
Russia actually issued an Imperial ukase 
signed by the Emperor himself. Russia 
was a formidable, and was viewed at that 
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moment as a friendly Power, for she had 
the warm support of the Duke of Wel- 
lington at that time. Russia interfered 


with our trade to the Hudson Bay 
posts, and Mr. Canning was appealed 
to to make a concession. He _ repu- 


diated that ukase as an invasion of our 
Treaty rights. There were some friends 
of peace in this House who found fault 
with Mr. Canning’s action, but he pro- 
duced by his protest a withdrawal of the 
ukase, signed by the Emperor of Russia 
though it was. After that there was a 
Debate in this House on the question of 
the Treaty rights, and Mr. Canning, as 
the true man of peace, triumphed over 
those who called themselves its friends 
and had been in favour of con- 
cession or surrender. He pointed out 
that the best way to maintain peace was 
to stand firmly by our rights, not by the 
use of strong language, but with patient 


adherence to our rights. There was 
another case quite recently. The late 
Government, with regard to Siam, in 


July, 1893, laid down the principle that 
they must stand by what they believed to 
be the rights of this country in Siam, and 
it was supposed by some that they ran 
a great risk of war by telling a great 
Power plainly what they could not 
tolerate. There was not much said about 
their action at the time, but it produced 
the effect that our rights were respected 
in Siam, and points were successfully 
maintained which subsequently have, in 
some degree, been given up. Well, now, 
Sir, it always appears to me in these 
cases that there is some confusion in 
our minds about 'this risk of war. On 
such occasions, if the intention of the 
other Power is to avoid war, war will 
be avoided when ‘you quietly hold your 
own. But if the intention of the other 
Power is war, there will be no lack of 
pretexts to ‘bring it about. The other 
new Papers since last year consist mainly 
of the volume on Madagascar, which ends 
with the rejection by France of the pro- 
test by Lord Salisbury. The effect of the 
correspondence is summed up in a few 
words that may be quoted from the 
correspondence itself. They are that 
there are no longer any treaties, and 
that, in Tunis, the Most-Favoured- 
Nation treatment is gone from us— 


as 


“The French Government have simply taken 
possession of the island. 
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“The French cutsoms tariff will be substi- 
tuted for that at present in force.” 


Supply. 


Thesa words are all taken from the Papers. 
How has this come about! On the first 
day of the present Session I ventured to 
make some allusion to this particular 
case, and the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, in reply to me on that 
occasion, merely said that he “could not 
admit the accuracy ”—those were his 
words—* of my ‘ historical survey.’” Weil, 
Sir, he cheers that statement, but I am 
afraid I must trouble him to discuss it 
on this occasion, because I am prepared 
to maintain the strict accuracy of that 
“historical survey,” as I put it before 


the House. The matter is of some 
importance. Madagascar was, in the 
wider sense of the phrase, a part 
of Greater’ Britain. It was the 
great success outside our own dominions 
in promoting the influence of this 
country. We had the whole of the trade 


with Madagascar except some American 


trade. Our trade stood easily first, and 
American trade was easily second. The 
country was the greatest field of our 


missionary enterprise in the world. Our 
missionaries of the London Missionary 
Society, of the Church of Eagland, and 
of the Society of Friends had civilised 
Madagascar. The English tongue was 
taught in schools more numerous and 
more successful than existed in any 
country inhabited by dark-skinned races. 
Madagascar had become far more English 
than the greater portion of the lands 
we rule as parts of the Empire itself. 
But now, Sir, our influence has dis- 
appeared under circumstances which I 
should like, as briefly; as I can, to 
describe. Let me first say that in Mada- 
gascar, as in Siam and as in Tunis, Lord 
Salisbury appears to have given away 
what was not ours to give, against the 
interests of this country. That is 
his policy of concession. In defending 
himsclt during the Recess Lord Salis- 
bury said that this charge against him 
ras the cruellest of all, because Madagas- 
car was “invaded” and “ conquered,” not 
in his time, but in the time of Mr. Glad- 
stone. He afterwards said, speaking of 
Siam, Tunis, and Madagascar, in reply, 
I think, to my right honourable Friend 
the late Home Secretary’s speech, in 
reference to these and other matters, that 
these things had been done, but “done 





— =S 





1329 Supply. 
bv Mr. Gladstone” 


a most extraordinary 
statement, as I will show. Madagascar 
was attacked, not for the first time, by 
France in the time of Mr. Gladstone. 
That invasion was even less successful 
than some previous attempts to invade 
Madagascar, and, so far from the island 
being conquered, the French were re- 
peatedly repulsed, and at the end of a 
long war, their troops had never got 
beyond the protection of the fire of their 
ships’ guns. Their operations had been 
closely watched by us, for in the course 
of them a British missionary, Mr. Shaw, 
had been wrongfully imprisoned at Tama- 
tave on the charge of poisoning French 
troops. His release was insisted upon 
by us, and the compensation we 
demanded was given, in a manner very 
different from the manner in which com- 
pensation has been refused on some later 
occasions. Now, Sir, on the occasion 
to which I have referred, so far from 
there being a “conquest” of the island, 
there was a very long war and no con- 
quest at all, and the war was brought 
to an end, as was our Afridi campaign 
in which we were less unsuccessful, by 
an arrangement which was satisfactory to 
everybody. The Patrimonio-Miot Treaty 
hung fire for a long time, and was 
ultimately signed by the Hova Pleni- 
potentiaries on the receipt of a 
letter from the French Plenipoten- 
tiaries, which expressly declared that 
nothing in the nature of a _ Protec- 
torate was intended by France. Hova 
sovereignty over the whole island of 
Madagascar was for the first time in 
history admitted by France. France was 
to have a Resident in the capital, as we 
have a Resident in the Transvaal. The 
best proof that Madagascar was not con- 
quered was that our treaties continued 
with the Hova Government. But what 
subsequently occurred? In July, 1890, 
an agreement was concluded by Lord 
Salisbury, which itself would appear to 
have no relation to this matter, but 
which, in fact, was the death-knell of the 
Hova Government and of our Treaty. It 
was an Anglo-German agreement relative 
to Africa and Heligoland. It brought 
Germany across Africa to Victoria Falls 
on the Zambesi, where no German had 
ever been, and created that wasp waist 
which mars the configuration of our South 
African dominions. Further north, it 


recognised the Peters Treaties of Novem- 
VOL. LVIII. [Fourta Serizs.] 
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ber, 1886, and brought Germany to the 
centre of Africa, and from the other side 
to meet the Congo State ; and so dammed 
up all chance of a Cape-to-Cairo British 
road. The Government case was that it 
was too late to have saved the territory 
included in the Peters Treaties of 1886. 
But the Church Missionary stations might 
still have sufticed to save to us that most 
important strip between Tanganyika and 
the Nyanza Lakes. Great Britain en- 
gaged 





“to use all her influence to facilitate a 
friendly arrangement, by which the Sultan of 
Zanzibar shall cede absolutely to Germany his 
possessions on the mainland comprised in 
existing concessions.” 





We got the rest of Zanzibar, but had pre- 
viously possessed all its trade. Mr. Dis- 
raeli had refused a Protectorate of the 
whole. The foreign settlers were British 
Indian settlers with great interests. 
Under the clause I quote we, as the vir: 
tual Government of Zanzibar, had to 
exercise that pressure on the Sultan 
which was needed to induce him to trans- 
fer half his dominions to the Germans. 
In addition to the other provisions of 
this agreement, “the island of Heligoland, 
together with its dependencies,” was 
“ceded by Her Britannic Majesty to 
H.M. the Emperor of Germany.” Any- 
body but the Foreign Office would have 
said “the German Emperor,” which is 
his title. The cession of Heligoland 
a British colony—against the wishes 
of its inhabitants—to a country 
whose language they did not speak, 
and to which they had never be- 
longed, was thrown into this arrange- 
ment, which was bad enough without it. 
The concession was defended by Lord 
Salisbury on such grounds as that Heli- 
goland—a British colony--was within a 
few hours’ steam of a foreign arsenal, 
which is true of Alderney and Cherbourg. 
At the first Colonial Conference, Lord 
Salisbury, speaking of the New Hebrides, 
and of what he thought, as against the 
Australians, his inability to induce the 
French to leave them, said, “ You cannot 
negotiate Great Powers out of islands.” 
Lord Salisbury was negotiated out of 
Heligoland in this agreement—bad upon 
all points, but had also to promise to 
cram the arrangement down the throat 
of France. In August, 1890, there fol- 
lowed “declarations between Great Bri- 
tain and France respecting Africa”— 
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that Africa which, according to Lord 
Salisbury (and I am inclined to agree 
with him), was “created to be the bane, 
the curse, of the Foreign Office.” We 
had a previous agreement with 
France to respect Zanzibar—an agree- 
ment which suited us, but which, under 
German pressure, we had broken. By 
these declarations of August, 1890— 


Supply. 


“the Government of the French Republic 
consents to modify the arrangement of the 10th 
March, 1862, and to recognise” 


the new arrangement for Zanzibar. The 
consideration was a double one. France 


was given that Say-Barua line which has 
been claimed at the elections in France 
as the greatest of the triumphs over us 
of the present Foreign Minister, who was 
the permanent official of the French 
Foreign Office who drew up this agree- 
ment. On the 4th November, 1890, the 
then Foreign Minister of France, M. 
Ribot, explaining the Say-Barua agree- 
ment to the French Chamber, said— 


“The English are strongly established near 
Say, and had intended to push on 800 kilo- 
metres above Say to Bourem, where they could 
menace Timbuctoo, and create great difficulties 
for us.” 


That is not true. We were not at Say, 
but the fact does not affect the French 
Minister’s argument, which was that the 
acceptance by us of the Say-Barua line 
was a triumph for French diplomacy. 
The other consideration was— 


“The Government of Her Britannic Majesty 
- + «+ Yecognises the Protectorate of France 
over the island of Madagascar, with its con- 
sequences.” 


The result of this recognition of a shan: 
Protectorate was that Madagascar waa 
now really “conquered,” and was an- 
nexed. The fate of our missions may be 
seen by those who read their annua! 
reports; for instance, those of the 
London Missionary Society, of which the 
treasurer is a Member of this House, and 
which has the greater number of the 
schools. Though they ceased, on a 
French Government order, to teach Eng- 
lish, and now teach only the French 
tongue, yet the treatment they have met 
with contrasts sharply with that which 
we have meted out to the French mis- 
sions in Uganda, to whom compensation 
was lately voted by us. The acts of Lord 
Sir C. Ditke. 
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Salisbury in all these cases conflict witn 


what is declared to be the Governmen: 
policy, namely— 


“The maintenance of free markets even 
where that involves the acquisition of new 
territory and the taking up of a very firm 
attitude in regard to any attempt which may 
be made to deprive us of a territory which we 
already possess.” 


The actual policy of the Government 
points wholly in a different direction ; 
their policy, in place of opening new 
markets, has tended to the loss of old 
ones. In the Madagascar case I pre- 
sume the reply will be to give up Lord 
Salisbury’s own defence: “All this was 
done: it was done by Mr. Gladstone,” 
and to say, “Lord Salisbury protested : 
would you have fought?” But it was 
Lord Salisbury’s own act that put France 
into Tunis, not ours to give, against our 
interest—which put France into Mada- 
gascar, not ours to give, against our 
interest. If it was declared that, under 
the words “Protectorate with its con- 
sequences,” it was intended at all hazards 
to retain our Treaties with the Hova 
Government, it is evident that the 
language often used by Lord Salisbury 
in the case of Tunis is a ciear tempta- 
tion to annexation in all such cases. 
Lord Salisbury told a deputation of mer- 
chants, and he told the House of Lords, 
that it was best to make what arrange- 
ments he could, although temporary, 
because the Regency of Tunis under 
French protection was “a bad life.” 
That appears to me to admit the 
right of annexation. This matter 
of annexation as against protectorate 
bears on the China leases. These 
leases are an unhappy fiction, such 
as was resorted to in the case of our own 
Cyprus agreement, to preserve the integ- 
rity and independence of the Ottoman 
Empire. It was, in that case, a naked 
fiction, for Cyprus was taken as “a place 
of arms,’ and if it remained a 
portion of the Turkish dominions Tur- 
key would have committed a breach of 
her neutrality in every war in which we 
might take part by letting us use Cyprus. 
The fact is, as everyone knows, that there 
is a real transfer of sovereignty in these 
cases, and the lease is only a fiction. Such 
leases constitute, in reality, an alienation 
of sovereignty. // Lord Salisbury has now 
himself explained his China policy, and 
on the 4th of May he defended it in the 











1333 Supply. 
course of an interesting speech, in which 
he showed himself with a mind so specu- 
lative that it appears to conceal from 
him the facts themselves. The only new 
point, however, was that our base in the 
Gulf of Pechili is, as he puts it, to be 
defended from the sea. Now, we all 
know that the greatest terror of the 
Admiralty is this increase of bases, 
which tie the fleet and call upon it to 
support military bases by naval means. 
We shall never know, I suppose, what 
was the answer given by the Admiralty 
when they were consulted by the Govern- 
ment as to the acquisition of chese bases 
on lease, but I should be much 
astonished if they did not express a doc- 
trine very different from that which Lord 
Salisbury adopted. The fact is, Sir, 
that we have been scattering our strength 
in place of concentrating it on essential 
points, and we have, therefore, risked 
and met with failure everywhere in these 
matters since our last year’s discussion 
upon the Vote. But there is one success 
among all these matters, and that is in 
securing better relations with the United 
States. Can that one success, of 
better relations with the United States, 
be ascribed to the policy of the Govern- 
ment! The policy of the Government, 
as one of my honourable Friends behind 
me has described it, has been a rash and 
feeble policy. It was especially so in 
regard to the United States, because a 
short time ago Lord Salisbury wrote an 
admirable dispatch, absolutely refusing 
to arbitrate in the Venezuelan question 
for reasons excellently given, and then 
yielded. If that had been the only case 
in which a policy both rash and feeble 
had been followed, we should have 
lauded the attainment of good 
relations with the United States, and 
not have been too particular as to the 
discredit which that method involved. 
But I am bound to give the credit 
to our. excellent Ambassador at 
Washington, Sir Julian Pauncefote, who 
is a laborious, courteous, able, and strong 
Englishman, a typical and representative 
Briton. Credit for better relations 
with the United States is also, I am con- 
vinced, due in a high degree to the 
Leader of the Opposition in this House. 
I do not know what may have passed 
privately, but, to judge from the little 
that occurred in public, I think that 
much of the credit for our better rela- 
tions with the United States must be due 
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to the Leader of the Opposition, who pre 
vented an attack upon the Government 
at a most critical point, and covered their 
change of front. But, assuming that we 
have many friends in the United States, 
where else shall we find them? We 
always claim the friendship of Italy, but 
the friendship of Italy was brought about 
by a policy exactly the opposite of that 
of the present Government. Lord Pal- 
merston brought about the friendship of 
Italy by his policy in regard to Sicily, 
which was a policy exactly opposite to 
the policy pursued by the present 
Government in the case of Crete. Our 
happiest relations in the world are, 
indeed, the direct result of sound policy 
in the past. Our greatest friendly trade 
relations are vastly more important than 
those which we have with either our 
Australian or our American Colonies, 
or than those which we are likely to have 
with our largely extended dominions in 
Africa. They are with countries which 
were called into existence as States dy 
the policy of Mr. Canning. Our trade 
relations with America, south of the 
United States, are fabulously great, and 
this country hardly realises what they are. 
Almost the greatest of our export markets 
are in Canning’s America, to which we 
sent in 1896 over 23 millions worth of 
goods of our own production, and that 
trade is steadily and fast increasing, 
infinitely more than we sent to all Aus- 
tralia, three times as much as we sent to 
Hong-kong and China together, thougn 
the amounts of those trades should not 
be united. To one South American Re- 
public alone, to Argentina, with only 
1,800,000 people, we send of our own 
British produce seven millions sterling 
worth in the year; vastly more than we 
despatch to five millions of our own white 
British subjects in the Canadian Domi- 
nion. These great countries south of the 
United States were brought into exist- 
ence by the wise policy of this country in 
a former period. Such friendships, such 
commerce, are the blessings which have 
flowed from a policy neither rash nor 
feeble, and they have lasted through long 
periods of our national life. They are 
the direct result of a policy pursued by a 
former Minister of this country, wholly 
different from the policy which the pre- 
sent Ministry have adopted. Well, now, 
Sir, apart from these friendships, we have 
lately had laid open for us a policy of 
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something more than friendships—a 
policy of alliances. I read the speech 
lately made by the Colonial Secretary in 
connection with two speeches made by 
the Leader of the House. The Leader of 
the House alluded on two occasions to 
the desirability of closer relations between 
ourselves and Germany, and he did so in 
reference to certain affairs in China, in 
which there had been some measure of 
conflict between this country and Russia. 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
speaking at Birmingham on the 13th of 
May, appears to have contemplated some- 
thing like standing or permanent alli- 


ances. There is no question with 
regard to the United States. Nothing 


could be stronger, I believe, than 
the desire of every Member of this 
House, and of almost everybody in the 
country, that we should have closer rela- 
tions and greater friendship with the 
United States, that our friendship should 
be unbroken, that our ends should be 
common ends, and that to every possible 
extent we should work together in pur- 
suance of those ends. But I doubt 
whether anyone thinks in his heart that, 
at all events at the present day, there 
could be what may be called a war alli- 
ance, for the purpose of making war 
against any enemies of this country, or 
forgets that any alliance with the United 
States must be influenced by the Irisn 
policy of this country. Let me, therefore, 
only say this: every man welcomes an 
alliance, if you like to call itso, of hearts 
between the two countries, but none of 
us, and few Americans, think that it 
would be likely to produce what may be 
called a war alliance. Now, what had 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
exactly in view! I make no apology for 
discussing this question, as it appears to 
me to be the gravest question we can dis- 
cuss in reference to the past and the 
future foreign policy of this country. 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies used 
these words— 

“T believe that if the policy of isolation is 
to be maintained, the fate of China probably 
will be decided in defiance of our interests.” 
It seems to me, therefore, that he has 
pledged himself against a policy of isola- 
tion, because the Government have 
pledged themselves against the fate of 
China being decided in defiance of our 
interests. The Government have told us 
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directly that the fate of China is not to 
be decided in defiance of our interests, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
who was defended by the Leader of the 
House, has gone so far as to say that even 
“at the risk of war” the fate of China 
shall not be so decided. The Secretary 
of State for the Colonies said that if we 
were determined to pursue the object of 
equal opportunities of trade, we must 
not reject the idea of an alliance with 
those Powers whose interests are most, 
nearly approximate to our own, and I 
think he was specially speaking of the 
case of China. Well, Sir, no doubt the 
Government are pledged to pursue the 
policy of an equal opportunity for trade, 
although I confess that I think the facts 
I have pointed out in regard to other 
cases show that they have not success- 
fully maintained that policy in action. 
But, Sir, what were the Powers which 
the right honourable Gentleman had in 
view when he went on further to say that 
unless we were allied to some great 
“military Power,” we could not “seriously 
injure” Russia? Those words, “we 
cannot seriously injure Russia,” no doubt 
must only point to this fact, that if, 
unfortunately, we should be drawn into a 
war with Russia, Russia is a Power with 
which it is difficult to make peace. If 
we were at war with Russia it might be 
found difficult to bring that war to a 
satisfactory conclusion, and it is no doubt 
to this well-known fact that the Secretary 
of State alluded in using the words, 
“unless we are allied to some great 
military Power.” Now, Sir, I cannot but 
treat those words as being at least an 
invitation to this country to consider a 
system of permanent or standing alli- 
ances with the Power which was pointed 
at by the Leader of the House—namely, 
sermany. Those words, I confess, seem 
to me capable of no other interpretation, 
and I should like, in conclusion, to say a 
few words upon that most important 
branch of our foreign relations. I will 
not taunt the Government with the bad 
reception given to their overtures by the 
German Press, because I admit that the 
German Press is not Germany. The lan- 
guage of the German Press does not often 
continue for long periods to have much 
relation to the conduct of public affairs 
in Germany, and its language at one time 
has often before happily been exchanged 
for other language, and may be again. 
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But, Sir, I should like to point 
out the reasons which make it 


unlikely that Germany could ever offer 
this country a permanent or standing 
alliance which would be valuable in view 
of war. Personally, I am entirely opposed 
to the policy of alliance, standing or 
permanent. I believe it is far better for 
us to keep the control of our policy free 
from any of these connections with other 
Powers in time of peace. I am not 
speaking of alliances with an immediate 
view of war—for in such an event no 
doubt allies would be found in various 
portions of the world with common in- 
terests with our own—but anything like 
a policy of permanent or standing 
alliances would lead us very far. 
The question now is whether there is any 
prospect that Germany would ever COD 
sent to bear in Europe the brunt of 
defending our interests and the most 
dangerous of our responsibilities. As I 
have pointed out, a standing war alliance 
with Germany seems to have been repw 
diated by the whole German Press. It 
could hardly be an alliance binding 
enough and general enough to meet our 
greatest vidke and needs. We had such 
alliances throughout the last century, 
but, while we paid their price, they often 
failed us at a pinch; and as for our 
alliances in the great war, after Austerlitz 
we were at war with the whole world. 
As matters stand. our fleets, if not sufii- 
cient, can be increased at a less cost of 
money and of policy than that by which 
such alliances can be supported. As 
regards land war. our heaviest drain is 
India. India is the great nightmare of 
this country so far as military defence 
is concerned; but would Germany be 
likely to lessen the weight of that night 
mare?! Is it probable that Germany 
would bear in Europe the brunt of assist- 
ing in defending India or our China 
trade? I cannot myself think that she 
would do so, and I especially disbelieve 
in the possibility of our ever obtaining 
from Germany anything like a per- 
manent or standing alliance against the 
great power of Russia. The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies said we cannot 
seriously injure Russia without an 
alliance with a great military Power. 
What has Prince Bismarck said upon 
this subject? I quote him for this reason. 
He is the highest authority on the nos- 
sible alliances of Germany, and his pclicy 
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in that respect has been avowed in the 
German Parliament over and over again. 
Although it was at one time rejected, it 
has now reasserted itself, and his policy 
since 1895 has been readopted by the 
German Emperor. In 1887 Prince Bis 
marck made this statement— 


“Our friendship for Russia suffered no 
interruption during the time of our wars, and 
stands to-day beyond all doubt. We shall not 
ae . let anyone throw his lasso round 
our neck in order to embroil us with Russia.” 


Then in 1888 he declared that if, unfor- 
tunately, the opposite view should pre- 
vail, and such an entanglement of 
Germany could be brought about— 


“No great power can in the long run cling 
to the wording of any Treaty in contradiction 
to the interests of its own people. It is sooner 
or later compelled to say ‘we cannot keep to 
that,’ and must justify this announcement as 
well as it can.’ 


That was said when Prince Bismarck was 
in power. In 1889 Prince Bismarck’s 
views fell into discredit, and after he fell 
from power the present German Emperor, 
in 1890, renewed the Triple Alliance 
without renewing the alliance with Russia 
that Prince Bismarck had made. But, 
Sir, in 1895 Prince Bismarck’s under- 
standing with Russia was renewed. The 
Bismarck policy was again proclaimed, 
and the relations of those two countries 
have never been closer than they are at 
the present time. And, therefore, I hold 
that any notion of a permanent or stand- 
ing alliance with Germany against Russia 
is a will-of-the-wisp ; and opposed as I 
am to the whole policy of alliances as 
being contrary, I think, to the interests 
of this country, I am also specially 
opposed to this particular proposal, be 
cause I believe it will mislead our people 
and lead them to suppose that they can 
rely upon the strong arm of some other 
Power, instead of relying only upon their 
own strength. Now, Sir, the Colonial Sec- 
retary contrasted with the policy he sug- 
gested the policy of isolation which had 
previously prevailed. Let me say this: 
a policy of isolation does not, of course, 
necessarily imply isolation in war. 
Whenever you are driven into war you 
will probably find other Powers who, on 
particular questions, have common in- 
terests with yourselves. The policy against 
which I am protesting is that of per- 
manent, standing alliances, when war is 
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not in immediate view. A policy of 
alliance when you have an immediate 
common object in view of war with other 
Powers is one which everybody would 
favour. There is another point, however. 
The Colonial Secretary threw out a sug- 
gestion which has been often made, and 
as to which I hope he will give us some 
actual sign of the accomplishment of his 
purpose. He said we should prepare the 
whole power of our own Empire. That 
is an opposite policy which I should 
rather be inclined to favour, because all 
of us must feel that we should make a 
great attempt to bring together the whole 
possible forces of the Empire for a 
common object, and that we should do 
so in time of peace with a view of utilis- 
ing those forces in time of war. Now, 
Sir, with regard to the course we are 
taking to-night upon this Vote, I have 
no doubt that the Government will rely 
upon their immense and overwhelming 
majority in this House to plaster over the 
failure of their foreign policy. Of course, 
in a Division on a Vote in Supply the 
issues are to some extent confused, and 
good reasons can be found by those who 
do not desire to overturn the Government 
for resisting an Amendment. You cannot 
have the clear issue which you might 
have on other occasions. That I frankly 
admit, but, on the other hand, I doubt 
whether there is even a single Unionist 
Member of this House who fully and com- 
pletely approves of the foreign policy of 
the Government. It has been universally 
condemned by the Metropolitan Press. 
In a leading Unionist paper this morning 
—and we know that the Metropolitan 
Press has previously expressed its feel- 
ings very freely—I saw an appeal made 
in the largest type in the Standard news- 
paper calling upon all Unionist Members 
to vote for the Government on the 
Foreign Office Vote, because, it said, the 
present Government is practically the 
only barrier between us and the “ party 
of Revolution.” Of course, Sir, on that 
ground you might defend any Foreign 
Office Vote, whatever your opinion of the 
foreign policy of the Government might be. 
We shall continue to appeal to what we 
kelieve—and we have a very strong 
belief—to what we know is the opinion 
of the country on this question. In any 
Division on a Vote in Supply the issues 
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are confused, while good reasons can be 
found by those who do not desire to over- 
turn the Government for resisting an 
Amendment. But, Sir, the Division to 
which some of us feel bound to proceed, 
in order to prevent what might other- 
wise be styled a unanimous decision of 
Parliament in favour of this. Vote, will 
be no indication of the forces of appro- 
bation, or of disapprobation, with regard 
to the foreign policy of the Government. 
Whatever we may think, it is, in my 
opinion, important that we should 
register our opinion, and put it to the 
test of a Division of the House. 


Supply. 


Question put. 


*ApmiraL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) . 
As no one rises from the Government 
bench, I wish, inmy own humble way, to 
make some observations upon, and make 
some protest against, the admirable 
speech of the right honourable Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, to which 
the House has just listened. The right 
honourable Baronet says the Government 
will rely upon their great majority. 
I say the Government will rely upon the 
justness of their case and upon their 
foreign policy from beginning to end. 
That, at least, is my opinion. I am 
aware that there are some Unionists who 
are dissatisfied and have expressed oppo- 
sition not only in this House but outside, 
in the Press. We are told that we have 
to look to the Press as reflecting the 
opinion of the country. Sir, I do not look 
upon the Press as reflecting the opinion 
of the country ; but to the House. The 
right honourable Baronet has travelled 
all over the globe, dwelling not long at 
any part, and finding fault with the 
Government policy wherever he could, as 
he thought, assail it, with some prospect 
of getting a cheer from his own side of 
the House. The honourable Baronet is 
a very able man, and has a great know- 
ledge of foreign politics, but this criticism 
of the Government has been entirely of a 
negative character. He does not tell us 
what the Government should ‘have done, 
but declares that its policy has resulted 
in failure and loss and discredit every- 
where. The honourable Baronet referred 
to the policy of the Government in the 
' w East, but it would have been a little 
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fairer on his part if, in attacking the 
policy of the Government in that respect, 
he had acknowledged that they were 
more or less hampered by the Concert of 
Europe. The honourable Baronet says 
we should have got Port Arthur, and he 
complained that the Government invited 
Russia to take the port. I am not aware 
that the Government did anything of the 
kind. On the contrary I find they did 
their very best to prevent Russia taking 
Port Arthur. The Government no doubt 
had committed themselves to the idea 
that Russia had a right to an ice-free 
port, and I do not suppose anyone would 
doubt that she had. But I am not going 
to waste time travelling over that subject 
again—it was exhausted some weeks ago 
in discussing the China question. The 
honourable Baronet says there is paraly- 
sis at Crete, but he forgets that it is due 
to the action of the Government that 
Crete is not now in the hands of the Turk. 
That is my answer. The right honour- 
able Baronet also complains that the 
Government have shown great want of 
foresight, and have gone “from bad to 
worse,” and have yielded to the pressure 
of Russia and France at Pekin. But he 
never said one word about the alliance 
between France and Russia. Every 
sensible man must know that, in dealing 
with this question, the Government have 
had to face the fact that these two 
Powers were allied together in a naval 
and military sense, and have had to look 
every way before taking up a firm atti- 
tude. I say, without fear of contradic- 
tion, that the Government have come well 
out of their great difficulties, and they 
have had to face such difficulties in the 
China seas as no Government before this 
century has had to face in the collapse 
of an Empire of 300 millions governed 
by the literati, but I object to govern- 
ment by the literati. They are very 
clever men, but they are not the men 
who lead or guide a country. They do not 
fight; they talk. The honourable 
Baronet attacked the policy of the 
Government regarding Madagascar, but 
that is ancient history, and we 
need not trouble our minds about 
it. With regard to Heligoland—the 
cession of which, under an agreement 
with Germany, the honourable Baronet 
seemed to condemn, although he did not 
exactly censure it—I am very glad it is 
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gone, and no man with any knowledge 
of the subject will say anything different. 
The right honourable Baronet goes on to 
say that the policy of the Govern- 
ment in Siam and Tunis is opposed 
to their professions, or their acts were not 
in accordance with their policy. I leave 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs to answer that charge. But the 
honourable Member gave the Govern- 
ment credit for desiring to improve the 
relations between this country and the 
United States. He was very careful not 
to condemn that; he only ventured to 
criticise the statement of the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies at Birmingham 
that— 


“unless we are allied to some great military 
Power, as we were in the Crimean war when 
we had France and Turkey as our allies, we 
cannot seriously injure Russia.” 


And he thought the right honourable 
Gentleman must have been referring to 
Germany. But it does not appear what 
particular military Power was in the 
Colonial Secretary’s mind. There is 
another military Power, which is left out 
of account, in the Eastern Seas that is 
a coming military Power. The right 
honourable Baronet quoted Lord Salis- 
bury in terms of scorn, but I believe in 
his heart he admires him all the time. 
The speech from which the right honour- 
able Baronet quoted was the one.in which 
Lord Salisbury very properly said, “ Look 
at the results.” The right honourable 
Baronet does not seem satisfied to look at 
the results, and I want to remind him of 
some of them. I would remind him that 
we have secured a port in the Eastern 
Seas, Wei-hai-Wei, and that naval men 
are perfectly happy that we have secured 
that port. It is a very important secon- 
dary base, but no sensible naval Mem- 
ber ever looked upon it as a primary 
base, or looked to a large expenditure 
for fortifications there. It is a 
secondary base, and one of our eminent 
naval men who filled the post of com- 
mander-in-chief in these seas, Sir Vesey 
Hamilton, has recently written a letter 
showing that this is the tone of naval 
opinion upon it. It is nearest our objec- 
tive in case of war, and the Government 
deserve credit for having secured that 
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base. The right honourable Baronet 
quoted the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies with approval, but seemed to 


think it was useless to talk about a 
possible alliance with some military 
Power. He opposes an alliance with a 


military Power, but I do not understand 
him to object to the kind of alliance 
which all of us would desire, if forced 
into war—namely, that we should look 
to our American friends to help us. 
One word in conclusion. I only rose 
because I thought some humble indi- 
vidual on this side should give his views 
on the question of the Government's 
policy. The speech of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies has my warm admiration 
and the admiration ef most men outside. 
It reminded nie of a very good story. 
The late Archbishop Magee was once 
chairman of a Committee in the House of 
Lords on a very important Bill. There 
was a prevaricating witness before the 
Committee, and the Archbishop was very 
much irritated by him. The episcopal 
garb restrained him, however, until the 
prevaricating witness left the chair, and 
then he exclaimed: “I wish some layman 
would express my feelings for me.” In 
relation to these Far Eastern negotia- 
tions, the Prime Minister is in the posi- 
tion of Archbishop Magee, and the right 
honourable Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies is in the position 
of the layman who has expressed his 
views, and I am certain the country 
will endorse them. 





*Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I do not 
propose to follow the gallant Admiral 
in the various excursions which he has 
made into unknown seas. Nor shall I 
attempt to cover the ground so ably 
traversed by the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for the Forest of Dean, 
in his extended survey of almost the 
whole area of our foreign relations. My 
object is much simpler, and is confined to 
an attempt to obtain from the Govern- 
ment an authoritative expression of their 
opinion on certain events which have 
occurred and certain declarations which 
have been made since this vote was last 
under discussion, and which, if they re- 
present a serious and settled purpose, 
vitally affect the very foundations of 
our foreign policy. I would remind the 
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Committee of the situation in which we 
were left upon the last occasion on which 
this subject came under discussion. Papers 
had been presented to Parliament record- 
ing the negotiations between this Govern- 
ment and the Governments of Russia, 
China, and Germany, in relation to the 
Far East. To many of us on both sides 
—and I believe I am not exaggerating 
when I say that to most people in the 
country without distinction of party— 
these Papers had been somewhat melan- 
choly reading; and I cannot think that 
anyone with any pretence to controversial 
fairness will say that at any stage of these 
proceedings we have converted this ques- 
tion into a party question, or have even 
looked at it from a party point of view. 
Let me remind the Committee that at the 
beginning cf the year, when Ministers 
made speeches whose apparent purpose 
and meaning was unmistakable, warning 
the country that our industrial future in 
China was menaced by new perils, we 
did not hesitate to come forward at 
once and assure them that in any steps 
which prudent and firm states anship 
might devise to protect those undoubted 
and invaluable interests they would have 
the support of the whcle country. I am 
not going to redebate any of the ques- 
tions which were discussed at such length 
on the last occasion, but I believe I am 
expressing in moderate language a feeling 
which predominates on both sides of the 
House, when I 
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say that it was 
with sincere and _ legitimate  disap- 
pointment that we looked in those 


Papers, and looked in vain, for evidence 
of foresight, consistency, or tenacity. 
But—and this is the point I wish to 
bring home—Her Majesty’s Government 
not unnaturally took a very different view. 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
Leader of the House consecrated a con- 
siderable part of the very elaborate and 
elcquent speech he delivered then to the 
proposition that in all these matters 
it was Russia and not we who had come 
off second best. He told us that 
Russia was not stronger, but weaker, 
than she was before any of these affairs 
occurred, whereas we, the fortunate 
people of Great Britain, had reaped a 
golden harvest in the opening up of the 
of China, having the 
Yang-tsze Vallev assigned to us, as a 
sphere, if not of influence, at any rate of 
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interest, and above all in the crowning 
mercy of Wei-hai-Wei. If the right 
honourable Gentleman surveyed the past 
with complacency, there was certainly 
nothing in anything he said to lead us 
to suppose that he looked upon the 
present or the future with anything 
approaching to alarm. Similar lan- 
guage, entirely corroborating the general 
impression created by the speech of the 
right honourable Gentleman, was used 
by the Prime Minister himself afterwards 
at a meeting of the Primrose League. 
In those circumstances, I do not think 
that anyone need feel surprised at the 
effect of the speech delivered at Bir- 
mingham the other day by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Colonial Sec- 
retary. I will not quote it in detail, but 
will ask, what was the general effect of 
that speech? The right honourable 
Gentleman agreed with his colleagues 
that so far as these negotiations were 
concerned they had done very well, but 
he gave to the negotiations the signifi- 
cant title of a “preliminary skirmish.” 
The whole burden of the speech, as 
I read it, and as I am certain it was 
universally understood, not only in this 
country, but throughout the whole 
civilised world, was that we had arrived 
at a situation in which we must look 
upon Russia in Asia as a permanent, an 
irreconcilable, and a perpetually menac- 
ing antagonist. The right honourable 
Gentleman told us that the present Go- 
vernment had tried, and tried in vain, to 
come to an understanding. I should like 
very much to know where, and when, and 
under what auspices that attempt was 
made. I confess that, although I have 
read these Papers very carefully, I cannot 
find a trace of it in any one of them. 
The practical conclusion which the right 
honourable Gentleman the Colonial Sec- 
retary drew from these alarming pre- 
mises was this: that the time had come 
when we must abandon our independent 
and isolated attitude, and that, in words 
already quoted— 

‘“‘unless we are allied to some great military 


Power, as we were in the Crimean war, we 
cannot seriously injure Russia” ; 


and he adds— 
““we must not reject the idea of alliances with 


those Powers whose interests most nearly 
approximate to our own.” 
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I think I have fairly stated the genefr 
effect of the right honourable Gentle 
man’s speech. As it was delivered as 
far back as the 13th of May last, and 
the Whitsuntide holidays have inter- 
vened, it is possible that some of his 
colleagues, more fortunate ‘than the 
Prime Minister, have had time and 
leisure to read it. The question I have 
to put to Her Majesty’s Government is 
this: is the policy laid down in that 
speech the policy of the Government, or 
not? If it is, since when have they 
discovered that to counter-check, by the 
aid of some foreign Power, the sleepless 
enmity of Russia is to be the basis, not 
only of our Eastern, but of our whole 
foreign policy? For remember you can- 
not segregate your foreign policy into 
water-tight compartments. You cannot 
be the friend of Russia in Europe, and 
the constant and vigilant enemy of Russia 
in Asia. The solidarity of international 
relations is now complete, and if this is 
to be the dominating and governing 
feature of our Eastern policy in the 
future, it means that, not in Asia alone, 
but all over the world, wherever our 
interests and the interests of Russia 
and the Powers allied with Russia 
come into contact, we are to be 
prepared to wage incessant war. Now, 
Sir, I think the question that must 
occur to everyone is this: what 
has Russia done, what does Russia con- 
template doing, which has not been fore- 
seen by everybody for years past? What 
is the new feature of the situation which 
‘alls for these alarming declarations and 
this complete revolution of our traditional 
policy? That Russia in Asia is conter- 
minous with China for many thousands 
of miles; that Russia is constructing, 
and has for years been projecting, a 
Siberian railway ; that Russia intended 
ultimately that that railway should find 
an outlet in the Chinese province of 
Manchuria; that she expected to ob 
tain in that province an ice-free port, 
which you yourselves invited her to do, 
and an ice-free port, not merely for her 
trade, but for her fleet—for a naval as 
well as a commercial basis; and, finally, 
that the Government of China has long 
been notoriously corrupt and impotent— 
what one of these facts comes within the 
category of a new discovery ? They have all 
been familiar, not only to statesmen, but 
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bthe man in the street, for years past, 
and I may add they are all facts which 
are quite as well known to the Prime 
Minister as they are to the Colonial 
Secretary. Yet I find the Prime Minister, 
who is also Foreign Minister, speaking 
in the House of Lords on the 17th of 
May, three days after the speech of my 
right honourable Friend, winds up what 
he had to say with this statement— 


“Our general policy is not changed. We 
shall cultivate to the utmost of our ability the 
friendship of all the Powers with whom we 
come into contact.” 


Now, Sir, I am entitled to ask, and I 
think the House of Commons is entitled 
to know, which is the true view—which 
is the authorised version? Are we going 
to cultivate friendship with Russia? Is 
Russia one of the Powers with whom we 
are going to cultivate friendship, or is 
she to be in the future in the position 
which my honourable Friend the Colonial 
Secretary has assigned to her, of a 
perpetual and standing enemy of Great 
Britain, against whom we are to invoke 
the assistance of some foreign Power? 
That brings me to a still more important 


proposition. If hostility with Russia 
is to be the end of our foreign 
policy, is an alliance with some 


unknown, some unnamed, Power to be 
the means? Again I ask, what have we 
done, what have the people of Great 
Britain done or suffered, that, after 
bearing, as we have done for nearly 50 
years, the ever-growing weight of empire 
on our own unaided shoulders, with- 
out finding the burden too heavy for the 
courage, the enterprise, the self-reliance 
of our people, what have we done or 
suffered that we are now to go touting 
for allies in the highways and byways 
of Europe? I say Europe, because I 


imagine, from the form of the lan- 
guage which the right honourable 
Gentleman employed, that, in speak- 


ing as he did of some great military 
Power, he could not—in that part of his 
speech, at any rate—have been referring 
to the United States of America. I 
agree entirely with what the right honour- 
able Gentleman has said, that the closer 
union of Great Britain and America, not 
only in sympathy and thought, but 
political co-operation, is no longer merely 
the ideal of those who see visions and 
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dream dreams. I believe that co-operation 
is destined to be one of the greatest— 
perhaps the greatest—of the pacify- 
ing and civilising forces of the 20th 
century. But if, Sir, there is an 
appeal to some great military Power, to 
whom is it addressed? There are only, 
as is notorious, two combinations of 
Powers in Europe—two alliances. One 
is the alliance of which Russia is the 
managing partner, and the other the 
alliance of which the managing partner 
is Germany. As this outside aid is to 
be invoked in opposition to Russia, we 
are driven, from necessity, to conclude 
that the quarter from which it is asked 
is that in which the managing partner is 
Germany. Now, Sir, I confess that this 
strikes me as a curious fact. I am not 
going to suggest for a moment—and | 
hope I shall not be understood as suggest- 
ing—that there is anything in the recent 
proceedings in Germany in the Far East 
which gives us cause of quarrel, or even of 
offence. But I must say that if you are 
going to compare the case of Germany 
and the case of Russia the proceedings 
of Germany are much more difficult 


than those of Russia tv reconcile 
with the professed objects of the 
policy of Her Majesty's Govern- 


ment—namely, the maintenance of the 
integrity of China and the open door 
for British trade. What has happened? 
Germany hss obtained at Kiaou-chau a 
complete and absolute cession of the 
sovereign rights of China. [“No!”} 
Yes, a complete and absolute cession cf 
the sovereign rights of China. Russia 
has not yet obtained, in regard to 
Port Arthur or Talienwan, anything of 
the kind. But, I think, talking about 
sovereignty in China is like talking about 
suzerainty in other parts of the 
world 





Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tus 
COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuamperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): Does the right honour- 
able Gentleman repudiate suzerainty in 
the district he has referred to? 


*Mr. ASQUITH: No, Sir. If I may 
finish my sentence the right honourable 
Gentleman will see my point. I was 
about to say that to talk about suzerainty 
in China is, to my mind, like talking 
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about suzerainty in other parts of the 
world—to indulge in a barren verbal con- 
troversy. The question is one, not of 
words, but of substance. I point out 
the difference in the terms by which 
Germany has acquired one part, and 
Russia another—that Germany, in 
taking over the sovereign rights of China 
at Kiaou-chau, entirely gets rid of a num- 
ber of existing Treaty stipulations of other 
Powers which bound China as long as 
she was sovereign of that part of the 
country ; while Russia has expressly taken 
them over without a concession of sove- 
reignty; and, lastly, that whereas 
Talienwan is to be an open port for 
British trade and the trade of the whole 
world, your German Foreign Minister will 
not give you more than the most 
shadowy assurance, or hold out a glimmer 
of hope, that in time to come the 
Germans may, in the end, make Kiaou- 
chau a free port. If, therefore, you are 
going to contrast the conduct of these 
two Powers in relation to China, that 
of Germany constitutes a graver infringe 
men of the avowed policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government than anything 
which can be laid to the charge of 
Russia. But, after all, this is only the 
fringe of the matter. A German alliance, 
as my right honourable Friend has 
pointed out, is not to be had for nothing. 
You cannot make alliances any more 
than you can wage wars on the footing 
of limited liability, and, if you are going 
to enter into a permanent alliance with 
Germany, depend upon it that not in 
Europe only, but other parts of the 
world, Germany has a_ colonising 
ambition, Germany has a great desire, 
for naval purposes, to plant  coal- 
ing stations in different parts of the 
earth, and, depend upon it, you will find 
yourselves brought constantly in collision 
with some of those Powers whose friend- 
ship it is the legitimate object of your 
policy to get. Now, Sir, I have only one 
more word to say. The question, to my 
mind, does not depend upon special or 
local considerations. For my part, I differ 
toto celo from my right honourable 
Friend the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. I regard as essential to the 
wise conduct of our foreign relations the 
recognition of two principles—one I may 
call a positive principle, and the »ther 
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between these two great Powers. 
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a negative principle. For good or for 
evil, for better or for worse, Russia and 
Great Britain have become the two 
dominating forces in the Asiatic world. 
Every year brings them into closer neigh- 
bourhood and contact with each other. 
By different ways and by different 
methods we are both pursuing a great 
civilising mission, and in my judgment— 
and I believe it is the judgment of the vast 
majority of the people of this country, 
without distinction of party—our best 
hope in the future, not only for our own 
Imperial and industrial interests, but for 
those vast dumb populations of whom, 
under Providence, we have both made our- 
selves the trustees—the best hope for the 
future lies in friendship and co-operation 
The 
object we have in view—and it ought to 
be the end and aim of every British 
statesman—will not, depend upon it, be 
obtained by an alternating policy of 
bluster and retreat. It will not, I ven- 
ture to think, be facilitated by pic- 
turesque metaphors drawn from the 
dialect of the new diplomacy. It may oe 
altogether frustrated if we allow the world 
to believe that we are casting round for 
new allies in the opposite camp. 
Negatively, Sir, I am altogether opposed, 
as I believe the vast majority of our 
people are, to abandoning the free hand 
in these matters which we have always 
enjoyed. We have nothing to gain and 
everything to lose by entering into these 
costly and compromising partnerships 
with those whose ways are not our ways, 
whose methods are not our methods, 
whose interests are not our interests. 
There is nothing which they can offer 
us in the way of material force which 
can in the least compensate us for the 
loss of freedom to act, or not to act, 
according as our own interests and con- 
science dictate. I ask the Government 
to give us such assurances as will remove 
the legitimate uneasiness which these 
novel and disquieting declarations have 
caused. 


.*Mr. CURZON: The right honourable 


Gentleman who has just resumed 
his seat has made, as is_ his 
habit, an eloquent, although on 


this occasion a very short, speech. It 
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was a speech full of emphasis and rhe- 
toric, and, in parts, of denunciation, but 
it was not in substance, as I understood 
it, an attack directed at the oftice which 
it is my duty this afternoon to defend. 
On the contrary, it was partly an eypres- 
sion of personal opinion on the part of 
the right honourable Gentleman, to which 
we, of course, attach great value, but 
which, from the verv fact that he is 
seated upon that bench rather than upon 
this, is not, perhaps, of immediate impor- 
tance. And, in an even greater degree, it 
was an attack—I must say I thought an 
unfair attack—upon a speech recently 
delivered by my right honourable Friend 
the Secretary to the Colonies. I think 
it not unlikely that in tne course of the 
evening my right honourable Friend may 
speak in the House, and in that expecta- 
tion and hope, I am dispensed from the 
necessity of treating that part of the 
speech to which we have just listened. 
But, Sir, that speech was preceded, at an 
earlier hour this afternoon, by another 
speech of a very different character. I 
allude to the speech of the right honour 
able Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. Although it covered an hour 
and ten minutes of time, and was marked 
by many features of ability and wide 
knowledge, I venture to say that a more 
inconclusive speech from him has never 
been delivered in this House. He rushed 
hastily over the whole surface of the 
globe, dropping a remark here, making 
a criticism there, hinting rather than 
sustaining an argument, except in one 
ease, to which I will allude—that of 
Madagascar; often making misstates- 
ments, in my opinion, to which I shall 
have to call attention, and spending a 
good deal of his time in the shady paths 
of ancient history. Let me recall to the 
House the subjects to which the right 
honourable Baronet  alluded—Crete, 
China, West Africa, Burmah, Abyssinia, 
Siam, Tunis, Newfoundland, Madagascar, 
Zanzibar, Tunis again, China again, and 
America. In every one of the instances 
it was his contention that the ‘present 
Government had been rash and feeble, 
and that the only part of the habitable 
globe where we had not displayed those 
qualities was in America, and there +he 
happier relations that prevail at the pre- 
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sent moment between the two countries 
he attributed, with a magnanimity which 
was quite touching, to the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouth. Now, I understand perfectly 
well the object of the speech of the right 
honourable Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, and that object was illus- 
trated by the singular contrast between 
the tone, character, and substance of 
that speech and the one from the right 
honourable Gentleman the late Home 
Secretary. Sir, the Party opposite can- 
not unite on any common ground of 
attack against us upon this matter of 
jforeign policy. They are hopelessly 
| divided upon that, as upon almost every- 
| thing else. There are some of them who 
|contend, as the right honourable Baronet 
|contended, that we have been universal 
cowards. There are others, like the right 
|honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Montrose, from whose mouth I read an 
eloquent speech only a day or two ago, 
who live laborious days and, I believe, 
spend sleepless nights in contemplating 
with alarm the Jingoism of Her Majesty’s 
advisers, and who see in every action of 
the Government, and in almost every 
speech delivered by an individual Minis- 
ter, some evidence of a sinister and tru- 
culent design. It is quite clear that it is 
difficult for honourable Members oppo- 
site, with such differences of opinion, to 
construct any common platform upon 
which they can meet for attack ypon the 
Government. Hence it is that we have 
no motion of censure moved in this 
House, no sustained impression produced 
by the different speeches to which we 
ilisten. We have plenty of speeches, 
indeed, from honourable Gentlemen oppo- 
site, but very few of them, I note, are 
pressed to a Division. We have occa- 
| sional reductions of salary moved—I sup- 
|pose, to salve the conscience of the 
speaker, and with no appreciable effect 
on the salaries themselves. We have 
attacks made, as we have had to-night, 
on individual speeches of Ministers, and 
we have the speech of the right honour- 
able Baronet, full of peddling criticism 
upon minute details of policy, and we 
have no more. What is the object of the 
|right honourable Baronet and those who 
| take that line? His object is, by a narra- 
'tion of the alleged failures of the Govern- 
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ment on all these small points, to pro- 
duce a general and cumulative effect of 
impotence and failure. I deny the rea- 
son, and I dispute the fairness, of such 
action on the part of the right honour- 
able Baronet, both on particular grounds 
and on general grounds. On particular 
grounds because, with all respect, I must 
decline to accept the zpse dixit of the 
right honourable Baronet, and because I 
can show that many of his statements 
were in contravention partly of the facts 
and partly of the dicta of authorities even 
greater than himself. I protest against 
it on general grounds because I main- 
tain that the foreign policy of the Govern- 
ment ought to be judged by a wide sur- 
vey of the general field of policy rather 
than by carping and exaggerated atten- 
tion to detail. I quite admit—no one 
can deny—that no one Government is 
uniformly victorious over the whole field 
of policy. There are such things—and, 
indeed, we have been invited in the 
speech to which we have just listened to 
recognise them—as the interests, the 
claims and pretensions, frequently con- 
flicting and sometimes hostile, of other 
Powers ; and some element of compromise, 
some modification of the ideals of policy 
which we all set before ourselves, must 
inevitably come about in any foreign 
policy in the world. But the question 
which I want to put to the House, and to 
which I shall endeavour to give some 
answer, is this: in casting our eyes 
over the whole area of international 
diplomacy as it has been affected by the 
proceedings of the past three years, have 
the present Government sustained—as, of 
course, it is their duty to sustain——the 
interests, the honour, and the peace of 
the country? Now, Sir, I take first the 
particular points upon which we were 
challenged by the right honourable 
Baronet. The first of these upon which I 
need touch is Siam. I am most reluctant 
to again handle the question of Siam in 
this House. Yes, but not for the reasons 
which honourable Gentlemen opposite 
seem to think. It is because the question 
of Siam was always looked upon from 
those benches as a hobby of my own, and 
because I am reluctant to again weary 
the House with a topic which may seem 
to have something personal in it. But it 
would be wrong if I failed to challenge 
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the remarks made on that point by the 
right honourable Baronet. He has 
shown a most unexpected ignorance. He 
spoke of the two provinces of Battam- 
bong and Siemreap as if they were 
in French hands. They are not; no 
French troops are there. They remain 
now, as they did before this Government 
came in, under the dominion of Siam. 
He said, “Oh, yes, but the French are 
in the port of Chantabun.” Yes, but they 
are there under a convention concluded 
when right honourable Gentlemen oppo- 
site were in power. They did not protest 
against that position. They did not turn 
the French out of Chantabun. What, 
then, is the object of the right honour- 
able Baronet in coming down to this 
House and throwing it into our teeth, 
when it never was our object in the 
agreement that we concluded to affect 
the conventional status quo? Our object 
was to defend British interests in the 
future, as we did. Then the right honour- 
able Baronet made a most surprising 
disclosure. I confess I was never more 
astonished than when I heard that the 
late Government, in respect of Siam, used 
very strong language to some _ other 
Power. It is the first time I have heard 
of it, and I confess that the very idea 
fills me with surprise. But what was the 
result of that very strong language 
which, I assume from the context, must 
have been addressed to France! It 
did not keep the French from the 
ieft bank of the Me-kong, or from the 
15-miles strip which they endeavoured to 
seize on the right bank of the Me-kong, 
and it did not prevent the French from 
occupying Chantabun. It did not secure 
that guarantee of Siam which the Govern- 
ment ought to have looked to, and which 
I daresay they did look to, but did not 
secure, and which was the main object of 
our agreement with France. Now, Sir, I 
have hitherto spoken of the ques- 
tion of Siam, being for the most part 
compelled to rely either upon my own 
opinions or those of persons known to 
myself and acquainted with the country. 
But I am now able to quote, with refer- 
ence to the agreement that we made with 
France, very important extracts from a 
book recently written by a gentleman 
named Mr. Warrington Smyth, who has 
spent many years in the service of the 
King of Siam in that country. Let me 
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consequences of our agreement. The 
Committee will remember that by our 
agreement we had guaranteed the Me- 
nam valley to Siam. He says— 


“The whole force of the agreement centred 
in the Me-nam valley, which, upon the map, 
to those who do not know the country, 
appeared sufficiently unimportant in point of 
area to give good excuse for a howl] of criti 
cism. As a matter of fact the Me-nam valley, 
for practical purposes, is Siam. Its population 
is more than five times that of the two 
excepted regions combined, and the present 
value of its trade, of which considerably over 
90 per cent. is in British hands, may be placed 
roughly at seven times their combined total.” 


Again he says— 


“Those who were in Siam and knew what 
was going on at the time were aware that the 
agreement was just in time to save Siam from 
the cupidity of a certain section of the Saigon 
and Tongking colonial party. The first com- 
plaints were followed by loudly expressed 
regrets at the opportunities for annexation of 
Siam which had been allowed to slip, and the 
whole subsequent policy has been to discredit 
the agreement and to encourage the belief that 
it cannot stand. ‘A betrayal of the rights of 
France over Siam’ is the latest title given to 
the agreement.” 


Apparently, therefore, the French regard 
it as a betrayal of French interests 
in Siam—that which the right honour- 
able Baronet is alone in pretending is a 
sacrifice of British interests. Only one 
more remark about Siam, and that is as 
to the effect that has been exercised on 
the stability of that Monarchy by the 
conclusion of the agreement. Mr. Smyth 
‘says— 


‘“‘The best reply to the slander of interested 
foes is to be found in the solid advance which 
has been made by Siam since the Anglo-French 
guarantee of the Me-nam valley in 1896. The 
advance of the eighteen months has been so 
marked that it far surpasses anything that 
‘Siam’s best friends had dared hope for, and 
may well constitute a new departure in the 
“history of the country.” 


I have no hesitation in saying that 
when the time comes for the record of 
this Ministry to be written, that agree 
ment in reference to Siam will be ce- 
‘garded as one of the most dis- 
tinguishing features in the admin- 
istration of Lord Salisbury. Well, 
Sir, the right honourable Baronet 
passed on to a topic which I am afraid 
‘does not excite general interest, but to 
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moments’ attention. The right honour- 
able Baronet would have us believe that 
having sacrificed British interests in 
Siam, we voluntarily and stupidly made 
a surrender of British interests in two 
provinces between Burmah and China over 
which we exercised not undisputed rights 
of sovereignty, but concurrent rights with 
China. By the agreement concluded in 
1894, inreturn for certain advantages, we 
surrendered these provinces to the un- 
disputed possession of China on condi- 
tion that she should not hand them over 
to any other Power. She broke that 
agreement; she did hand over a cer- 
tain part of these territories to France, 
and we at once demanded compensation. 
We had along and difficult dispute over 
the matter at Pekin, and the compensa- 
tion we ultimately secured is registered 
in the Anglo-Chinese Convention of 1897, 
which anybody in this House can see. 
Well, Sir, the compensation we procured 
for the surrender of this small and insig- 
nificant portion of territory in violation of 
the original agreement was the recovery 
of territory of Ko-Kang, ceded to China 
in 1894, the rectification of the frontier 
in other quarters. We further secured 
the appointment of additional British 
Consuls in Yunnan, and we realised the 
long-cherished aspirations of commercial 
circles—namely, the opening of the lower 
parts of the West river in China. I 
submit to honourable Gentlemen that 
that was very substantial compensation 
for the injury which had been un- 
doubtedly done us. The next point of 
the right honourable Baronet was the 
question with reference to Tunis. Now 
I really see no advantage in the right 
honourable Baronet repeating for the 
third or fourth time, almost verbatim, his 
attacks on this agreement, or in my re 
peating my defence three or four times 
over. Nothing that I can say to theright 
honourable Baronet will satisfy him. I 
regard the answer of the Government as 
conclusive, and his attack as misleading. 
This controversy has taken place three 
or four times in the House already, and 
on platforms several times. Nothing that 
has passed prevents the right honourable 
Baronet from getting up and repeating 
his old story. It is admittedly an agree- 
ment affectinz our mercantile interests. 
He says it involves a sacrifice of those 
interests. If so, Sir, why do not the 
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Members for mercantile constituencies in 
this House get up and say so? The 
greater part, or two-thirds, of our trade 
with Tunis is in cotton, coming from 
Manchester. Why do not the Manchester 
representatives get up and attack the 
agreement? Why is it left to the right 
honourable Baronet, who represents 
miners in a remote constituency—the 
Forest of Dean? I do not suppose the 
miners in the Forest of Dean have even 
a notion of where Tunis is. I may do 
them an injustice, but I think it would 
be unfair to rate the universality of 
their knowledge by the high standard 
of their representative. Well, Sir, as 
regards the particular question of cottons, 
we acted in co-operation with the Man 
chester Chamber of Commerce, who were 
acting for the cotton trade of Manchester, 
and they were satisfied with that agree- 
ment. As regards yarns, the right 
honourable Baronet tried to make 
a point out of the fact that yarns 
were excluded. The French term, 
“cotonnades,” in the agreement, is equi- 
valent to the English “cotton goods,” 
and, I believe, by no stretch of the 
French and English languages can 
either be understood to include yarns, 
and that is why we were unable to secure 
the 5 per cent. for yarns as we did for 
cottons. Well, I won't pursue that point 
further unless desired to do so, although 
I have the material upon yarns that would 
occupy another 10 minutes. But, looking 
at what I have before me, I pass on. 
Now, Sir, these were the main topics 
touched upon by the right honourable 
Baronet, which it seems to me for the 
moment necessary to refer to. While 
answering him on these points I 
venture to deprecate the sort of criti- 
cism of which his speech is an example. 
I should like to put this consideration 
before the Committee. Supposing we 
had adopted a similar censorious and 
carping attitude towards the late Govern- 
ment: the right honourable Gentlemen 
opposite were in power for three years, 
and they will agree with me that as 
regards foreign affairs they were rather 
lean years ; not very much was going on ; 
but I think I can show that in what 
was going on there was quite enough to 
allow those right honourable Gentlemen 
to. make very considerable mistakes. Now 
there was one point the right honourable 
Gentleman referred to, that terrible 
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blunder, the Congo Agreement, by which 
the late Government sought to establish 
connection through the territory of the 
Congo State from the north end of Lake 
Tanganyika to the southern end of Lake 
Albert Edward. I will not go into that 
question now. I mention it only as a 
terrible blunder which had to be cancelled 
and withdrawn in view of the angry oppo- 
sition of Germany and France too; and 
yet, if I am correct in my memory, not 
very much attention was drawn to that 
subject in the House, and certainly no 
Party capital was attempted to be made 
out of it ina single speech from the 
Bench opposite or on platforms. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tute TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
Hear, hear! 


*Mr. CURZON: There were many of 
us who knew of the extent of the blunder 
made, but, in the interests of Imperial 
policy, we thought it not wise to call 
attention to it, and we passed it over with 
a silence that might be recommended to 
others. Now let me take another illus- 


tration. The right honourable Baronet 
to-night has severely attacked us, as I have 
said, for our agreement about Siam; he 
also censured in a passing word our 
Treaty with King Menelik of Abyssinia. 
Now, the late Government, when they 
were in power, concluded a Pamir Agree- 
ment with Russia. I do not say whether 
that was a good or bad agreement; I 
think there was very much to recommend 
it; it fixed definite boundaries between 
the possessions or spheres of influence of 
the two Powers, and it put out of sight a 
long and much vexed question. But 
that agreement involved an immense con- 
cession to Russia ; it entailed recognition 
of the Russian claim over almost the 
whole of the region of the Pamirs (ex- 
cept a small strip on the south)—a region 
over which we had previously asserted 
the claims of China or Afghanistan. It 
brought the Russian frontier to the Oxus, 
and it planted the outposts of the Rus- 
sian army within 10 or 15 miles of the 
borders of Chitral. Now, I say it would 
have been possible, and even easy, for 
anyone on this bench—for an ingenious 
critic on this bench—to represent that 
agreement as injurious to British 
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interests, as dangerous to the future 
safety of India, and as involving an un- 
called-for surrender to British rivals. 
Was any such criticism ever passed upon 
it? 

Tua FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: Hear, hear! 


*Mr. CURZON: The honourable Baro- 
net, who then filled the office 1 now 
hold, will bear me out when I say that, 
keen as was the personal interest I took 
in the matter, I never troubled him with 
questions, or speeches, or attacks on the 
point. I looked upon it as one upon 
which the late Government had made the 
best they could out of a bad case, and 
that patriotism compelled us to support, 
and not censure, them. Now I come 
to the more important speech of the 
late Home Secretary. Among his many 
attacks upon us was one for our alleged 
want of foresight in respect to China. 


He said— 


“You failed to foresee what has been fore- 
seen by everyone for years and years past.” 
Well, I hope the House will allow 
me to state my opinion that we are 
not nearly so stupid on this bench, and 
that right honourable Gentlemen oppo 
site are not nearly so clever as they 
would have us suppose. But, supposing 
we are as short-sighted as they ask us 
to believe, ought they not, before pro 
ceeding, somewhat laboriously, to point 
to the mote in our eye, to extract the 
beam from their own? What did they 
do, or, rather, what did they not do, in 
respect of foresight in reference to Rus- 
sian occupation in China? In 1895, at 
the end of the war in Corea, when Russia 
invited the late Government to co-operate 
with them to put pressure on Japan to 
retire from the Leao-tong peninsula, the 
late Government declined to join Russia, 
and they also declined to join Japan: 
they adopted the familiar attitude known 
as sitting on the fence, and did nothing. 
It was that want of action on their part 
which led to the co-operation of France 
and Germany with Russia in secur- 


ing the end Russia desired, and 
that led, secondly, to the _ policy 
by which Russia, after having ex- 


pelled Japan from the peninsula of Leao- 
tong, was herself enabled, casting eyes of 
envy on that part of the territory, to 
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prepare herself for securing positions at 
Port Arthur and Talienwan. Well, Sir, 
had honourable Gentlemen—had the late 
Government—possessed that foresight 
which now they deny to us, would that 
not have been the opportunity in co-opera- 
tion with Japan to secure a guarantee 
from Russia that she herself was not 
going to take in the future that which 
she declined to allow Japan to keep! 
They have sown the wind of which we 
are now reaping the whirlwind. I sub- 
mit that if it is a question of prescience 
that is at issue, the last persons by whom 
we ought to be attacked are the Members 
of the late Administration. Finally, Sir, 
the right honourable Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean summed up the 
whole of his remarks with the observa- 
tion that Lord Salisbury had failed at 
every point. Well, he was very careful 
to point out all the Government had, in 
his opinion, not done; but he also very 
varefully omitted all that, by common 
consent, Lord Salisbury has done. There 
seems to me to be a good deal of political 
philosophy, in its application to foreign 
affairs, in the lines of the poem which 
says— 

“Give all thou canst, high Heaven 

the lore 
Of nicely calculated less or more.” 


rejects 


If the right honourable Baronet, instead 
of entering, as he did in his speech, into 
these minute calculations of profit or loss 
in various parts of the world, had 
thought of other and even more impor- 
tant parts of the globe in which sub- 
stantial things have been done, he 
might have left a very different im- 
pression than he did by his speech 
to-night. Sir, to a few of those regions 
perhaps the Committee will allow me to 
draw attention. There is, first of all, the 
subject of America. Now, I must confess 
I was glad to hear the right honourable 
Baronet express the reciprocal feeling, 
shared, I believe, on both sides of the 
House, of satisfaction at the friendly rela- 
tions that appear at present to exist 
between the American Government and 
people and ourselves. But I was sur- 
prised beyond measure when I heard that 
no portion of the credit for that result 
was to be attributed to Her Majesty’s 
Government, but that was, according to 
the right honourable Baronet, to be given 
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firstly to Sir Julian Pauncefote, who, I 
quite agree, is entitled to great credit 
for his admirable diplomacy at Washing- 
ton, and that whatever was not due to 
him was due to the right honourable 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition. 
That is not my reading of history. I do 
not, of course, want to deny to the rigit 
honourable Gentleman, by the many 
admirable speeches he has made on that 
topic, such share as he may legitimately 
claim in the result. But I have been 
under the impression that a great deal 
of that happy feeling was due not merely 
to the exigencies of the moment, or to 
the particular events that are now pass- 
ing, but has been due to the consistently 
friendly and calm and dispassionate 
attitude assumed by the present Prime 
Minister in the discussions about diffi- 
cult matters with America a few years 
ago. Lord Salisbury’s Arbitration Treaty 
was not accepted, but it will be accepted 
some day. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): Question. 


*Mr. CURZON: I think the honour- 
able Member is the only man in the 
House who would suggest that there is 
anything irrelevant in dealing with a 
settlement of international relations 
which we all welcome, however much he 
may deplore it. It may be said that 
the Venezuela Boundary question has not 
been finally disposed of ; butitisin a fair 
process of settlement. The Behring Sea 
question also is not yet settled, but it is 
among those about to be referred to a 
Commission concerning which I answered 
a question this afternoon. On all sides 
we see the temperate and courteous 
handling of these American disputes by 
Lord Salisbury two years ago bearing 
fruit which we hope will increase 
in the future. Then, Sir, I turn to Africa. 
We inherited from our predecessors in 
Africa, grave difficulties on the West 
Coast of Africa. Though I am unable to 
make any statement upon this subject 
to-night, we hope also that these diffi- 
culties are in process of pacific solution. 
We have every reason to think that 
they are. On the East Coast of Africa 
we have abolished the status of slavery 
in the islands of Zanzibar and Pemba, 
and the result, after one year’s operation 


VOL. LVIII. [FourtH Szrizs. ]} 


{10 Juve 1893} 





Supply. 1362 


of the decree, will be revealed in a Blue 
Book, which will be laid on the Table 
and be in the hands of Members in a 
few days. We have already constructed 
something like one-fourth of the Uganda 
Railway, which is to run from the coast for 
650 miles to connect our seaports with 
the great lakes and. with the upper 
waters of the Nile. We have made a 
Treaty, and are, I am glad to say, %n 
the most friendly terms with Menelik, 
the King of Abyssinia. We have already 
recovered a considerable portion of the 
Nile Valley and of the old province of 
the Soudan, and are on the high road to 
Khartoum. When I hear speeches of 
denunciation such as have been delivered 
to-night, I always console myself by look- 
ing back to the memorable Debates that 
took place in this House two years ago, 
when we first announced the inteution of 
sending this expedition up the valley 
of the Nile. Neither the prophecies 
nor the denunciations of the Op- 
position can ever affect me _ after 
that memory. I remember well the 
rignt honourable Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose, in the course of a speech 
he then delivered in the House, and in 
the course of subsequent orations upon 
provincial platforms, describing our plans 
for advancing up the Nile as reckless, 
unprovoked, aggressive, wanton, in- 
fatuated, blundering, criminal, and crazy. 
In fact, I wish I might respectfully 
invite the right honourable Gentleman, 
who is a great littérateur and a great 
philosopher, to study his own speeches 
at that time, in order that he may ascer- 
tain the capacities of verbal exaggeration 
and of human error. Why, only the 
other day the right honourable Gentle- 
man, who is incorrigible, made another 
speech, in which he said— 

“True you have gained some sort of mili- 
tary success, but all this has been done at the 


expense of the revenue and the improvement cf 
the country.” . 


Since that speech was delivered, Lord 
Cromer’s Report has been put into the 
hands of honourable Members, and I ven- 
ture to commend it to the stvdv of 
my right honourable Friend. He will find 
from a study of that Report thet the 
revenue of Egypt is extraordinarily 
elastic, that railways are being pushed 
forward far into the interior, that large 
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sums of money have been allowed by the 
international bodies for the undertaking 
of great public works which are needed 
in the country, and that during the last 
six months a great scheme for the con- 
struction of dams and reservoirs, which 
will add enormously to the cultivable area 


of Egypt, and to the prosperity of 
its people, and which is to cost 
several millions of money, has been 


sanctioned by the Egyptian and British 
Governments. Then, Sir, I turn in 
this short survey to Europe. Not 
a word has been said about Europe this 
evening, except one short and carping 
allusion to Crete. It has been in the 
main due to the policy of Lord Salisbury 
that Greece has escaped from the penal- 
ties of the war of last year with less 
sufiering and with a better chance of 
recuperation than, I venture to say, has 


ever been experienced by any country | 


after suffering such a disastrous defeat 
in the field. 
Turkish troops have at this moment to 
the last man evacuated Thessaly; that 
that province with its 280,000 people 
has been restored to Greece; that not a 
single Greek village in the rectification 
of the frontier has been handed over to 
Turkish authority is, I think, a result 
mainly attributable to the policy in 


which this country has borne no incon- | 
A loan has been made | 
to Greece by the three guaranteeing | 


siderable part. 


Powers, of whom this country is one, and 


consequent upon that the finances of 
Greece have been put upon a proper 


basis under international control, and the 
country has been given a start again 


upon its history of which it will be | 
entirely its own fault if it does not take | 
Lastly, I touch upon Asia. | 


advantage. 
I have already argued that by the agree- 
ment with Siam Lord Salisbury has given 
a new lease of life to that kingdom. The 
Government have further emerged suc- 
cessfully from the cruel and devastating 
war that was raging last year upon the 
north-west frontier in India. In China 
they have secured a new naval base in 
the northern portion of the China seas; 
they have, as the information in the 
newspapers has acquainted honourable 


Members this morning, obtained 
measures for successfully protecting 
their old base in the south. The 


Mr. Curzon. 


{COMMONS} 


The fact that the 100,000 | 
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protection of Hong-kong from the possi- 
bility of hostile attack, and the oppoz- 
tunities for expansion given to its people 
by the acquisition of the peninsula and 
promontory of Kau-lung, constitute a con- 
cession which, I submit, is of very 
considerable value, which we have long 
been asked to obtain, which reflects 
|credit on the Minister at Pekin who has 
|secured it, and which ought not to he 
lost sight of in a general summing-up of 
the deeds or misdeeds of Her Majesty’s 
|Government. Again, we have further 
isecured the opening of the rivers and of 
several Treaty ports in the country, 
accompanied by commercial advantages, 
|the value of which I am ready to admit 
| depends upon the way in which the rights 
iso acquired are interpreted and secured 
|in the future, but which, at the same time, 
would have been regarded as absurd and 
preposterous had anybody suggested 
three or four years ago that they were 
likely to be obtained at this moment. All 
this has been done, all these advantages 
have been secured, not perhaps without 
danger of war—because such dangers are 
ever in the air and must be contemplated 
by any Government—but they have been 
|done without war, without jeopardising 
the friendly relations between this and 
any other country, and done without the 
slightest sacrifice of the national honour. 
I submit to the Committee of this House 
that this is a creditable record, and one 
iwhich entitles Lord Salisbury not to the 
ungenerous strictures and censure, but to 
|the admiration and gratitude of the 
| House of Commons. 





Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampto.) : 
We have just heard a very interesting 
speech from the right honourable Gentle 
man the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs. As usual, with a speech 


made by a member of the Government, 
‘that Government of which he is a mem- 
|ber is the best of all Governments. 
Everything which has turned out right 
and successful is due to them, and every- 
thing which is wrong is due to the faults 
committed by their predecessors. I think 
I am right in saying that the right 


|honourable Gentleman, as the repre 
sentative of Lord Salisbury, was 
asked a question by my right 
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honourable Friend the Member for 
Fife, which he has omitted to answer. 
That question was whether the Govern- 
ment were responsible collectively, 
directly or indirectly, for the speech that 
had been made by the Secretary for the 
Colonies. We anticipated an answer, but 
what did the right honourable Gentle 
man do! He, like Lord Salisbury in the 
Upper House, evaded the question, and 
told us that he would leave it to the 
Colonial Secretary himself to reply. Sir, 
we do not want to know what 
the views of the Colonial Secre 
tary are personally. For my _ part, 
I do not care sixpence what his 
views are, provided they are personal to 
himself; but what we want to know is 
whether they are the views, or whether 
they are not, of the Government. [hat 
information we cannot obtain from ihe 
Colonial Secretary himself. I am bound 
to say that I think it is a most 
extraordinary thing, when the Colonial 
Secretary has made a speech of this 
importance, proposing absolutely a new 
policy, not one of his colleagues ventures 
to say a word of praise or a word of 
attack upon that speech, and we are left 
without knowing whether it is the 
Government policy or whether it is not. 
The right honourable Gentleman told us 
that we on this side of the House are 
divided because we differ upon one or 
two little matters in regard to foreign 
policy, or, perhaps, in regard to home 
policy. While that is always the 
case with an Opposition, what we 
have a right to look to is that 
the Government of the country itself 
should be united in their policy. 
I never yet saw such a wonderful instance 
of disunion on the part of a Government 
as has been shown by the right honour- 
able Gentleman himself in declining, 
as the official representative of the 
Foreign Office, to say whether or 
not the Foreign Office is respon- 
sible, and accepts responsibility, for 
the speech of the Colonial Secretary. 
I listened with interest to the speech of 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, and I 
listened with interest to the discussion 
that followed, and to the replies made 
by the right honourable Gentleman the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
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Affairs. I confess I am not in a position 
to say which is right and which is wrong. 
I really know little of the subject, and if 
right honourable Gentlemen opposite were 
as candid as I am, they would confess 
that they also know little about it. It 
is a matter of the most absolute indiffer- 
ence to me that this or that place belongs 
to France, China, Siam, or any other 
country in the world, or to us. My right 
honourable Friend the Member for the 
Forest of Dean objected to the Govern- 
ment policy in regard to Crete. What 
is the reply of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Under Secretary of Stats 
for Foreign Affairs? He replied that 
Lord Salisbury had now got the Cretans 
out of their difficulties. 


*Mr. CURZON: The Greeks. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: The Greeks! 
But who got the Greeks into their 
difficulties! I fully admit that the 
question at the present moment 
that ought to occupy the House 
is not the question of the Greeks, and 
equally I admit that the question of 
Tunis or of Africa is not the question of 
the moment. I have no doubt that the 
criticisms of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for the Forest of Dean 
against the Government for not obtain- 
ing better conditions for us are correct, 
but I feel myself that we owe a certain 
debt of gratitude to the Government, 
because at least, in this period of war 
and rumours of war, they have kept us 
out of war. I do not entirely agree with 
the right honourable Member for the 
Forest of Dean with regard to the firm 
attitude that ought to be adopted by the 
Government in these international dis- 
putes. My right honourable Friend only 
says, “No, we are in the right ; we ought 
to hold on.” But the question is, whether 
we are in the right. There are always 
two sides to every question. We say we 
are in the right; but so does the other 
Government, and in these circumstances 
I should hesitate to send an ultimatum to 
the other Government. I should rather 
refer the dispute to some. independent 
arbitration. It is all very well to talk 
about sending an ultimatum, and to say 
that by this firm attitude we shall obtain 
all we want. But it is like playing poker. 
You may win by bluffing, but sometimes 
you are asked to show your hand, and 
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then you lose. A foreign Government 
will not accept your ultimatum, and then 
you are in the position of having to go 
to war or eating humble pie. ‘The ques- 
tion before the Committee is a Motion 
for a reduction in the salary of Lord 
Salisbury. But when we have raised a 
question of this sort with regard to the 
reduction of the salary of a Minister we 
ought only to consider what that Minister 
has done during the actual year. We 
cannot attack his salary this year because 
we disapprove of something Lord Salis- 
bury did the year before. Therefore I 
do not go into the question of Lord Salis- 
bury’s faults up to the present year; I 
limit myself entirely to what has been 
done in China. I am bound to say I do 
{not take that adverse view of the Prime 
Minister’s conduct in regard to China 
which is taken by some honourable Mem- 
bers on this side of the House. 


AN 
sides. 


HONOURABLE MemBer: On_ boih 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: In this matter 
I am one of the supporters of Lord Salis- 
bury up toacertain point. I judge these 
matters by results. What were the 
results of the policy of Lord Salisbury in 
his action with regard to China? Russia 
obtained a paramount influence in 
Manchuria, a naval base and com- 
mercial port. I have no objection to 
Russia obtaining a paramount influence 
in Manchuria, a naval base and a com- 
mercial port. Germany obtained Kiaou- 
chau. I have not the slightest objection 
to Germany obtaining Kiaou-chau. I 
think it is rather an advantage that dif- 
ferent countries should have possessions 
in China, because when several Powers 
are there it is less likely to exercise a 
paramount influence. On the other hand, 
Lord Salisbury has secured free trade in 
China; and with respect to the sphere 


of interest, I do not absolutely com- 
plain of that, as explained by the 
Government. As for Hong-kong, I 


think it is an advantage rather than a 
disadvantage. As to Wei-hai-Wei, I do 
not approve of that so much as I approve 
of other actions of Lord Salisbury with 
regard to China; but my view will de- 
pend upon the future action of the 
Government. If we have to take it 
merely as a sort of sop to the Jingo 
Mr. Labouchere. 


{COMMONS} 
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feeling in the country, and it is intended 
merely to put down a few scuttles of coals 
there and call it a coaling station, I do 
not object ; if, on the other hand, we are 
going to spend a large sum of money in 
fortifying and garrisoning the place, it 
will be my duty, whenever one of these 
objects is proposed in this House, to give 
it my most strenuous opposition. I am 
not complaining now, because we do not 
yet know what the Government are going 
to de with Wei-hai-Wei. On the whole 
I think the Government have done a 
great deal for the cause of civilisation in 
China, and in the cause of our interests, 
by obtaining permission for us to use 
the Chinese rivers, and by securing that, 
when the present Head of Customs re 
tires, he should be succeeded by an 
Englishman. An honourable Member has 
objected that, if the results are sound in 
the main, they are open to criticism as to 
the manner in which they are carried out. 
In this I entirely agree. I think that 
Lord Salisbury, as far as I can gather 
from rumours, has allowed himself to be 
influenced too much by newspapers ani 
by his colleagues. He seemed to me to 
have sound views, but when he came 
to put them inte practice he was always 
nagging and quarrelling about small de 
tails. One moment he was ready to ac- 
cept what Russia was going to do, and 
the next he was protesting against it. 
This has caused a feeling of animosity in 
Russia against this country which is to 
be regretted, and, if not raised, is so 
in the opinion of foreign nations. In 
considering this point we have to look 
not at Lord Salisbury alone, but at his 
colleagues, and we have to remember the 
war speeches which were delivered by 
those colleagues, notably by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. My complaint 
is that Lord Salisbury is too weak. He 
allows himself to be influenced by right 
honourable Gentlemen on the Front 
Bench, and I would suggest respectfully 
that he would do very well in his own in- 
terest as Prime Minister and. Foreign 
Secretary if he would muzzle his col- 
leagues, or insist that, if they must 
speak, they should ask him what they 
ought to say. Broadly speaking, I think 
we have to thank Lord Salisbury, con- 
sidering his surroundings, his Party, and 
the Jingoism that permeates that Party, 
and that has, unfortunately, been caught 
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by some honourable Gentlemen on this 
side, for what he has done. We have 
to thank him that things are not worse 
in China than they are. If it had not 
been for Lord Salisbury we should, in 
all probability, have been engaged in 
war with Russia now. Facts are more 
important than words in this matter, 
and I look mainly to facts for the re 
sult of Lord Salisbury’s policy. Un- 
doubtedly this animosity of Russia would 
have calmed down, and would have been 
settled in an ordinary friendly spirit 
between the two countries, had it not 
been that Lord Salisbury is cursed with 
the Colonial Secretary as a colleague. 


The right honourable Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary made a speech at 
Birmingham the other day. I think I 


never read a more foolish or a more mis- 
chievous speech in the whole course of 
my existence. What did the right honour- 
abla Gentleman do? He went out of 
his way to accuse the Foreign Minister 
of Russia of deliberate and persistent 
untruth, and then, having done this, he 
used a simile cf the grossest and most 
scandalous kind in regard to the Emperor 
of Russia. As it seems to me that, 
although we on this side of the House 
have read this wondrous speech, the 
Members of the Government have not 
taken the trouble to read it, I shall not 
apologisas for reading what the Secre- 
tary of State far the Colonies said. The 
right honourable Gentleman reminded 
his Birmingham audience that “he who 
supa with the devil must have a long 
spoon.” He went on further to say—to 
make assurance doubly sure— / 


“Tf we had an understanding with Russia, 
who would guarantee that the understanding 
would be kept?” 


[ do say that never has a Minister 
of the Crown used such language with 
regard to a Power with which we are 
not actually at war. What would have 
been the indignation of this country 
had such language been used by a Rus- 
sian Minister of the Crown towards the 
Prime Minister of this country and to- 
wards Her Majesty? We should have 
been indignant at it. We ought to recog- 
nise the fact that we have no right to 
use towards other countries language we 
should object to have used towards our- 
selves. I think it is an absolute duty 


{10 Junz 1898} 





Supply. 1370 
on the part of Parliament to investigate 
whether these charges are true, or 
whether they are false. If they are false 
it is more monstrous than we should 
otherwise have thought. I am prepared 
to show to honourable Gentlemen in this 
House that nothing that was done by 
Russia justifies such language as to their 
bad faith; and that rather, if a charge 
of bad faith is to be brought, a great 
deal might be said in regard to the bad 
faith of Her Majesty’s Government. I 
must go back to 1887. [“Oh!”] Well, 
I understand honourable Gentlemen say- 
ing “Oh!” but I shall not be long. In 
1887 we agreed to leave Port Hamilton 
on the @istinct understanding with 
Russia that Pussia, under no circum- 
stances, would cquire any port in Corea. 
established. Now what hap- 
in 1896 there were dis- 
cussions on in Constantinople ; 
we were trying to get Russia to act with 
us, and use measures with Turkey to 
make her give concessions to the Arme- 
On 2nd February, the Leader of 


That was 
vened in 1896! 


going 





nians. 

this House said—‘I for my part 
will welcome such a_ result ”—an 
ice-free port to Russia. On the 22nd 


February the Under Secretary for the 
Colonies was asked whether the arrange 
ments with regard to Corea still existed. 
The right Gentleman said 
that the still existed. 
Now, in regard to the coasts on which 
an ice-free port could be secured for 
Russia, one was in the Guff of Pechili, 
and the other was Corea. It was ob- 
vious that when the Under Secretary for 
the Colonies made the statement that 
the ice-free port not to be in 
Corea it could only be in the Gulf of 
Pechili. In order to strengthen the good 
feeling with Russia, Lord Salisbury, on 
the 9th November, said— 


honourable 
arrangements 


was 


an antiquated 
necessary anta- 
and Russia.” 


“Tt is a superstition of 
diplomacy that there is any 
gonism between Great Britain 
We were doing this because we were 
wanting Russia to back us up in Con- 
stantinople. On 23rd November Lord 
Salisbury said— 


‘Russia agreed to use pressure on Turkey 
in regard to the Armenians.” 
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It is clear and obvious that our object 
in saying that Russia should have a port 


, in Manchuria and exercise influence there 


was to get her assistance in Constan- 


tinople. We did obtain that assistance, 
and the only place in which that port 
could be obtained was in the Gulf of 
Pechili. Russia commenced action to 
get her port. If the right honourable 


Gentleman will look at the Chinese Direc- 
tory, he will see there are five ports. 
There are objections to four of them on 
the grounds of bad anchorage, ice, and 
shallowness, and the only possible port 
Russia could have taken was Talienwan. 
What did we do! We offered the 
Chinese Loan on the condition of Talien- 
wan being made a Treaty port. That 
was a want of good faith on our part, 
and Russia had a perfect right to com- 
plain on the subject. About that time 
Germany seized upon Kiaou-chau. When 
Germany seized upon it, we made no sort 
of protest. It must be remembered that 
Germany obtained a commercial port and 
a naval base with a considerable amount 
of hinterland behind it. Russia ob- 
served this, and perceived what we were 
doing in Pekin with regard to Talien- 
wan. She tried her best to obtain an 
amicable arrangement between us. At 
this time France and Russia were prac- 
tically asked to interfere in the matter, 
and bring us to some amicable arrange 
ment. The next step was that M. de 
Staal, the Russian Ambassador in 
London, explained, on 19th January, the 
aim of Russia. He said that if we in- 
sisted upon Talienwan being made a 
Treaty port, we should be denying to 
Russia that to which the progress of 
events had given her the right. Here 
was a distinct statement on the part of 
Russia, rot only that Russia wanted to 
have Talienwan, but that she wanted to 
have it because she wanted to have Port 
Arthur. There was no protest made. 
Instead of that, the Foreign Office began 
discussing with M. de Staal the com- 
mercial conditions on which Russia could 
obtain Talienwan and Port Arthur. The 
Foreign Office had received information 
that she wanted to obtain Talienwan 
and Port Arthur; and on the 7th March 
the news was telegraphed to England by 
a Paris correspondent that Russia had 
acquired a lease of Talienwan and Port 
Arthur. That was on the 7th March, 


Mr. Labouchere. 


{COMMONS } 
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and on the 9th this was confirmed by 
Russia’ What did we do! We took 
Wei-hai-Wei. There was no sort of pro- 
test made by Russia taking Port Arthur ; 
there was no complaint of bad faith. 
Lerd Salisbury wrote on the 9th March 
that he had received a telegram from Sir 
Fergus O’Connor, stating that the lease 
had been granted. The honourable Gen- 
tleman the Member for Sheffield asked 
indignant questions in the House of 
Commons, and obtained some support 
from honourable Members. It was 
thought that sop enough had not been 
given to the Jingoes, and that some- 
thing more must be done. Remember 
we had then begun to discuss the com- 
mercial conditions under which Russia 
was to have Port Arthur. On the 23rd 
March we issued a protest against their 
having it, on the ground that Port Arthur 
was a fortress, and that the possession 
of it by Russia would be a menace to 
Pekin. We put our complaint merely on 
this ground. It is obvious to anyone 
that the protest was an after-thought on 
the part of Her Majesty’s Government, 
that we were induced to do it by the pres- 
sure of the newspapers. They had been 
told that Russia would take it on the 
19th January; they were told on the 
9th March that Russia had taken it— 
yet they did not protest; and on the 
22nd March they protested because of 
this outcry in the newspapers, and_ be- 
cause Lord Salisbury knew there 
would be difficulty with his followers. 
Russia replied promptly to our demand 
and to our protest. Had she not done 
so, we might have expressed surprise. 
With regard to the commercial condi- 
tions under which those two points were 
to be used by Russia after the full state 
mert made by Russia as to the course 
that it was intended to take, she might 
well express some surprise when this pro- 
test was sprung on her. 
replied in a dispatch from his Excellency 
as follows— 


Russia simply 


“He went on to say that Talierwan was 
useless without Port Arthur, as they must have 
a safe harbour for their fleet, which could not 
be at the mercy of the elements at Vladvorlok, 
or dependent on the goodwill of the Japanese. 
Every other great maritime Power had a naval 
station on the Chinese seas, and why should 
not Russia, whose fleet was very considerable 
and whose territory was coterminous?” 
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It appears to me from that, that the 
position of Russia was a perfectly reason- 
able one. That may be a matter of 
-discussion, but what I am pointing out 
is, that there was no bad faith in any of 
these discussions on the part of Russia, 
and I do not think it is quite fair that 
there should be a general raving against 
Russia, unless we can specifically and 
definitely point to something in which 
Russia has shown bad faith. 


AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: We can. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Well, if you can 
by all means do it. There are two other 
points upon which the question of bad 
faith has been raised. In December the 
Russian Fleet was in Port Arthur, and 
we sent to know how it came to pass 
that it came there, and how long it was 
going to stay. Russia replied that she 
was making a temporary use of the port 
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during the winter. Russia replied thus, 
and she could not have truthfully replied 
in any other way. Russia had obtained 
permission to be there, and remain there 
temporarily, and a lease had not been | 
entered into at that time. Russia stated | 
fully the conditions under which she was | 
there, and the obligation she was under| 
to China at that moment to withdraw. 
The other point is that Russia had 
assured this country and the Foreign 
Office that Port Arthur would be a port 
of entry for commerce, but Sir Nicholas 
O’Conor demanded both the new Russian 
ports as ports of entry for commerce. 
Now, just allow me to point out what 
really did take place. Just before the 
commencement of March, Sir Nicholas 
O’Conor demanded that both the ports 
of Talienwan and Port Arthur should be 
made ports of entry, and he expressly 
says that he did this without instructions 
from the Foreign Office. On March 16th 
he was informed that they should be 
ports of entry, and that there should be an 
equal tariff both for Russian and foreign 
commerce. Now, when that was reported 
to Lord Salisbury, what was his reply? 
I do not think that honourable Gentle- 
men, who have complained of bad faith 
in this instance, have read what was 
the reply of Lord Salisbury. He replied 
that he did not want anything of the 
kind. On the 22nd of March he was 
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informed of this offer of the Russian 
Emperor, and he replied— 


“Port Arthur is useless for commercial | 
poses, the whole importance being derived from 
its military strength.” 


Lord Salisbury had never asked that the 
two ports should be ports of entry. What 
Lord Salisbury wanted was what he fre 
quently demanded, that in both ports 
there should be the same conditions in 
regard to foreign commerce as in regard 
to Russian commerce, and he asked that 
neither of these ports should be open 
for Russiaa goods on special tariffs. The 
result was essentially the same, for Rus- 
sia did maintain the Treaty of Tien-tsin. 
The result of all this was that Russia 
did not persist in opening ports when 
Lord Salisbury said he did not want it, 
and she did maintain the Treaty of Tien- 
tsin. Talienwam is now open to the 
commerce of foreign countries on tha 
same conditions as to Russia, and Port 
Arthur will be open to the ships of 
foreign countries on exactly the same 
conditions as it is at the present moment. 
Well, if anybody can show me any bad 
faith in this I shall be glad to listen to 
what they have to say. All I can say is 
that so far as I can see there is not one 
iota of bad faith on the part of Russia 
in the matter. Well now, Sir, I come to 
the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary. The 
right honourable Gentleman said that 
there was some discontent in Jingo 
circles as to what had taken place in 
Russia. The Government had done 
something which was not particularly 
popular, and so the right honourable 
Gentleman devised the idea of attack- 
ing Russia, and vamping up this charge 
of bad faith and ill feeling, in order to 
save the Government from their unpopu- 
larity. Russia, according to the right 
honourable Gentleman, had tricked us, 
and the abuse of Russia was intended to 
divert attention in this country from the 
mistakes and the bungling of Her 
Majesty’s Government. Hence we have 
these reckless charges of bad faith which 
are brought against the Government of 
Russia. It is the old story of when you 
have a bad case yourself, abuse your 
opponent. Sir, the right honourable 
Gentleman is in everything a strange 
and wonderful statesman, with his new 
diplomacy, his new departures, and his 
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unauthorised programmes. I should | 
have thought it would have been suffi-| 
cient for him to have declared in this| 
way eternal war against Russia, without 
seizing that opportunity to avow our 
weakness in being able to do nothing 
against Russia. But he has told the 
world that we can do absolutely nothing 
against Russia, and that we must go 
hanging about foreign countries trying 
here, there, and everywhere, to get an 
ally to defend us. This was like the 
angry woman in the street who quarrelled 
with everybody she met, and then 
shrieked out for a policeman to protect 
her. I do say that a more abject con- 
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fession of weakness never was made by a 
British statesman than this confession 
made vy the Colonial Secretary. 
China, according to him, was abso- 


lutely at the mercy of Russia, unless we 
find some great military Power to assist 
us. My right honourable Friend the 
Member for Fife asked what is the object 
of this alliance against Russia, and I ask 
the same question. Weare asked to— 

Powers 
to 


“enter into an alliance with those 
whose interests most nearly approximate 
ours.” 

It cannot 
honourable 


Now, what does that mean? 
mean France. The right 
Gentleman 


went out of his way 
to suggest that we should  estab- 
lish cordial amity with the United 


States, but how did he suggest that we 
should establish that cordial amity? 
Why, we were to cement our friendship by 
fichting some great battle in some great 
and noble cause against some third party. 
But, Sir, he did not tell us what this 
great and noble cause was, and he (id 
not tell us who these unfortunate third 
parties were, by whose friendship we were 
to cement this alliance. I would point 
ou to him that the people of this coun- 
try have always been in favour of the} 
most cordial and the warmest alliance | 
with the United States, for they have} 
prevented wars and troubles time after | 
time, which are said to have been 
been brought about by the governing 
classes of this country. We need no 
grandiloquent statements that this coun- | 
try wishes for a warmer and cordial | 
alliance with the United States, and there | 
is no necessity to cement this alliance in | 
blood as the Colonial Secretary suggests. | 


Look what happened during the Con- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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federate war. The governing classes 
were most anxious that we should recog- 
nise that, and it was only through the 
people insisting on arbitration that they 
would not allow it. Look what happened 
in the Alabama case, and the case cf 
Venezuela. Again, it was the people 
insisting on arbitration; and ever since 
we have had arbitration, and because it 
went against us, we have had Conserva- 
tive gentlemen vilifying Mr. Gladstone 
because he consented to arbitration. 


AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: What about 


his Newcastle programme! 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I do not under- 
stand what the honourable Member 
means. The Colonial Secretary claims 
credit for all this, but who was it that 
insisted upon the Government now in 
power taking up that attitude of arbitra 
tion! Why, it was the expression of the 
views of this country, not only by their 
representatives, but also through their 
newspapers. I do say that a 
more utter and contemptible piece of 
clap-trap than the suggestion made by 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary, that we should hence- 
forth live in amity with the United 
States, never was before palmed off on a 
country the utterance of a great 
statesman. But, Sir, in the opinion of the 
friends of the right honourable Gentle 
man, he has done perfect wonders, and 
raised himself to an elevation never 
attained by any other statesman by this 
clap-trap suggestion to live in amity with 
the United States. I was rather amused 
with the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs, because he did not seem 
to know that the friends of the Colonial 
Secretary insisted that all the friendly 


Sir, 


as 


| feeling that exists at present between this 


country and the United States is due to 
the Colonial Secretary. Now, I do not 
know what the Colonial Secretary will 
say. I think he will be almost inclined 
to reply to the right honourable Gentle 
man when he gets up this evening, 
because the right honourable Gentleman 
actually said that the Prime Minister 
and the Foreign Office had something to 
do with it. Now, the right honourable 
Gentleman must clear his mind of these 
ideas, because when he sits as a colleague 
of the Colonial Secretary everything is 
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done by the Colonial Secretary when it 
is approved of by the country ; but when 
it is disapproved of, it is done by his 
colleagues. I have here a speech made 
by the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office, and, like the Colonial Secretary, 
he was not going to allow a thing of 
this kind to pass over without securing 
some popularity out of it. Replying to 
a vote of confidence and thanks for his 
services as representative of the Division 
of South Birmingham, he referred to the 
recent important speech of the Colonial 
Secretary, and said— 

“It would be difficult to find a statement 
of more gravity and importance. The way in 
which it had been accepted by the Americans 
was in itself an immense event. Out of the 
speech he made no doubt there would issue 
an understanding with the American people, 
a great and unrestrained friendship between 
them and us that no circumstances, however 
alarming, would be able to break. He alluded 
with regret to the death of Mr. Gladstone, and 
said there was nothing which he accomplished 
that was greater than Mr. Chamberlain was 
now putting his hand to in reference to the 
unity of the whole of the Anglo-Saxon-speak- 
ing nations of the earth in one great bond of 
brotherhood. That was an immense and 
world-wide policy, and, come the time when it 
might when Mr. Chamberlain’s life as a poli- 
tician would be at an end, that would be to be 
said of him always, and it would be a record 
of which all his friends might be proud.” 


Upon my word, I never did hear one fly 
giving to a superior fly credit for what 
has been done. My right honourable 
Friend the Member for Fife has asked 
what Power this is which the Colonial 
Secretary referred to. It is not the 
United States, because that is not a 
great military Power. It is not France, 
and it cannot be Russia. Then we know 
perfectly well that it is Germany. Now, 
we know that for a long while the policy 
of Germany has. been to keep on good 
terms with Russia and France, and yet 
the right honourable Gentleman thinks 
that Germany will throw over this policy 
which she has carried out so successfully 
up to now. I cannot believe that 
Germany is so anxious to pull the 
chestnut out of the fire for us that when 
an attack takes place upon us she will 
send her army to defend our interests in 
China. I ask, could anything more 
ridiculous be imagined? Sir, it must be 
remembered that it takes two to make an 
alliance, and Germany laughs at us at 
the present time, and refuses any alliance 
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with us. She simply regards this as a 
confession Of weakness. Now, I am no 
particular friend of Germany, but I am 
bound to say that the German people 
are all a great deal too intelligent to 
dance to the piping of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham. I should like to know 
what we should get by this alliance with 
Germany. We should have to guarantes 
to Germany all her possessions in Europe 
against Russia and France; we should 
have to guarantee her the possession of 
Alsace and Lorraine. I believe, however, 
that France is more popular in England 
than Germany, and this country would 
never consent to any alliance with 
Germany made on any sort of under- 
standing to assist Germany to retain 
Alsace and Lorraine against any attempt 
France might make to acquire those two 
provinces. I am opposed to war, but to 
have an alliance with Germany against 
France and Russia, under any conditions, 
I consider would be cne of the most 


fatal steps it is possible to conceive. The 
Colonial Secretary is always’ very 
indignant at any criticisms levelled 


against the Government, for he considers 
that, even if they 
are unpatriotic. He says— 

“T do not think it wise or patriotic at such 
a juncture to assert that he is discredited and 
defeated, to gloat over the alleged humiliation 
of the country, and to say on every occasion 
that the Government is weak and vacillatory.” 
Now, this is not always the line which 
the Colonial Secretary has adopted with 
regard to Lord Salisbury. He practi- 
cally says: “It is true, Ladmit, that Lord 
Salisbury, the Prime Minister, is a poor, 
weak, vacillating creature, but let us 
forgive him, and let us overlook his 
faults. He has a colleague by his side 
who will keep an eye on him, and keep 
him up to the mark in future, and 
strengthen him in the course he will 
pursue. Let us not tell the country what 
a poor Foreign Secretary we have got, 
but let us make the best of it.” Now, 
the complaint that Lord Salisbury is 
discredited, the Colonial Secretary says, 
comes from us, but these charges against 
the Government come, not only from us, 
but from the other side, who have 
attacked Lord Salisbury far more than 
we have. I hope, therefore, that the 
other side will accept the reproof, and 
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understand that when they have a 
Government like the present one, with 
an extremely pushful gentleman in it 
like the Colonial Secretary, they must 
not even criticise them, and if they 
disapprove of anything which the Govern- 
ment does and cannot praise it, they 
must not dispraise. I had some doubt 
at first as to how I should vote upon 
this Motion, which is a Motion for a 
reduction in the salary of Lord Salisbury. 
I should not vote for it, for the reasons 
I have given in regard to Tunis and 
Siam ; I should not vote for it in regard 
to Crete and Greece; I should not vote 
for it myself, because of Lord Salisbury’s 
policy in regard to Russia, because I 
should look to results ; and, on the whole, 
the results of that policy are to be com- 
mended. As to Wei-hai-Wei, I shall 
wait, as I have said, to vote against it 
when the demand is made for armaments. 
We cannot resist, however, what is 
perfectly obvious—the fact that there are 
two sections in the Cabinet; one is in 
favour of war, and is doing its best to 
push on war, and the other is in favour 
of peace. Lord Salisbury appears to be 
at the head of the peace section, and 
therefore it does seem to me that we 
ought to strengthen his hands. It is 
Hobson’s choice between Lord Salisbury* 
and the Colonial Secretary, and that 
being so, I should not hesitate to vote in 
favour of Lord Salisbury as against the 
Colonial Secretary. My honourable 
Friend opposite says I have got a Motion 
on the Paper for this reduction, but I 


put that down on general principles. 1 
am, however, driven to support this 


reduction, because I have come to the 
conclusion that the Government refuses 
to repudiate the speech of the Colonial 
Secretary. The Prime Minister has not 
repudiated that speech, and therefore I 
think Lord Salisbury is involved, and 
becomes a party to it. If Lord Salis 
bury, or even now if anybody will get 
up, if the Leader of the House will get 
up and wash his hands entirely of what- 
ever has been said by the Colonial Secre 
tary—if he will express his regret that 
the Colonial Secretary made such a 
foolish, mischievous, and wicked speech 
—I will go even so far as to vote against 
my right honourable Friend. But I am 
afraid that that is not probable. The 
Government seem perfectly afraid of this 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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speech, and they do not know how to 


deal with it. He makes a speech, and 
they dislike it—they abominate his 
speech. When the right honourable Gentle- 
man joined the Cabinet he was spoken 
of as “the gentleman Leader,” but does 
the gentleman Leader approve of the 
tone of that speech as representing the 
opinion of this country? I do not believe 
that the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs does approve of it. I 
observe that he does not say a word in 
favour of that speech, and I should have 
been surprised if he had. Under these 
circumstances, I wish to dissociate myself 
from any protest against Lord Salisbury 
for not being sufficiently Jingo. I sup- 
port this Motion upon the specific ground 
that I have not an opportunity of voting 
against the salary of the Colonial Secre- 
tary, and because Lord Salisbury will not 
throw over the Colonial Secretary. 

*Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I do not 
know that Lord Salisbury will be very 
grateful to the honourable Member for 
Northampton for his repeated offers of 
assistance and his loyalty, but he may 


find some satisfaction in the fact 
that the honourable Member devoted 
the greater part of his speech to 


fdemolishing the speech of the right 
{honourable Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean. I think that shows the 
real weakness of the Opposition in this 
matter. They are so hopelessly divided 
that the task of the Government becomes 
a comparatively easy one. The right 
honourable Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean used one expression in 
the course of his speech which struck me 
very much. He said that we scattered 
our forces too much about the world. 
Well, it does seem to me that that phrase 
is equally applicable to his own speech, 
and if he were not quite so omniscient 
and full of immense and varied informa- 
tion—if he were not so anxious to scatter 
his forces all over the universe—he might 
be much more effective than he is in this 
House. Well, Mr. Lowther, I have been 
anxious to intervene in this Debate 
to-night because it seems to me that 
there is a mistaken impression on the 
other side of the House that a very large 
body of Members on this side of the 
House are in favour of repudiating the 
policy of Lord Salisbury as a whole. 
Now, I do not believe that there are two 
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opinions on this side with regard to the 
infinite patience and skill which Lord 
Salisbury has shown in disentangling 
some of the most complicated diplomatic 
knots that ever a statesman had to deal 
with. The right honourable Baronet 
says that we scatter our forces all over 
the world, as if we were in the habit of 
attacking other people. The position of 
the Government is this: that since they 
have been in office we have not assailed 
anyone, but attacks have come from else 
where. Every nation on the Continent 
of Europe is anxious to enlarge its 
dominions, particularly in the Far East. 
All the Continental Powers see that Eng- 
land has outgrown Europe, that she has 
dominions in all parts of the world, and 
that it is from those dominions that she 
gathers her great wealth and power. 
Consequently, they are anxious to com- 
pete with us, and they assail our interests 
in various parts of the world, and it 
becomes the duty of the Prime Minister 
to meet them everywhere. Having 
offered this general tribute to Lord Salis 
bury’s policy, I should like to refer 
particularly to what has been done in the 
Far East. The right honourable Gentle 
man the Leader of the House, in a speech 
he made when this Vote was last before 
the Committee—I will not say that he 
rebuked a large number of Members on 
this side, but he reproached them with 
having felt a certain want of confidence 
in the policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I remember what he said at the 
time, because I felt it as a reproach to 
myself, and I may say that those who 
did feel very strongly with regard to it 
then in the Far East showed the utmost 
loyalty to Her Majesty’s Government. 
Although they met together and 
exchanged views, and obtained the 





opinions of experts with regard to what is 


going on; although the Members them- 
selves met together and consulted a very 
large number of men who had travelled 
in the East, and who had commercial 
interests in the East, and who knew 
exactly how our interests were affected ; 
although, on those grounds, we had a 
right to offer opinions and criticisms on 
the policy of Her Majesty’s Government ; 
yet we approached them with bated 
breath, and asked them simply to con- 
sider what ought to be done with regard 
to it. I am sure no Resolution could 
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possibly have been couched in bumbler 
terms than was the Resolution passed by 
those gentlemen when they met together ; 
and, having had some little share in 
framing that Resolution, I must say that 
when I saw it I was astonished at my own 
meekness. Well, Mr. Lowther, I would 
just like to say a few words about the 
policy which has been actually pursued. 
It seems to me that the Government 
have had from the beginning two policies 
in China. I do not know whether that is 
the result of the composition of the 
Cabinet itself or not. The right honour- 
able Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
told us not long ago that the Government 
was a blend; possibly the two elements 
that compose the blend have not yet 
been perfectly assimilated, and it does 
not yet possess that distinct and pleasant 
flavour to the palate which we look for- 
ward to in a perfect blend. Apparently, 
we have had two policies pursued with 
regard to China. One policy is the 
perfectly intelligible policy of sup- 
porting the integrity of the Chinese 
Empire. I iistened with the greatest 
satisfaction to the speech which the 
Prime Minister made within the last 
few weeks in the House of Lords. On 
that occasion the noble Marquess stated 
in very good terms what was the policy 
we ought to pursue. He said we had taken 
possession of Wei-hai-Wei not only for 
commercial purposes, because I believe it 
can be used for commercial purposes, but 
also in order to encourage China to resist 
foreign aggression, and in order to frus- 
trate the attempt of any foreign Power 
to obtain complete predominance at Pekin. 
That is a very good policy for this coun- 
try to pursue, and the only objection 
made by honourable Members on this 
side of the House, who were in favour 
of preventing Russia from occupying Port 
Arthur, was that this policy should have 
been pursued at an earlier stage. Sir 
Claude MacDonald, the British Ambassa- 
dor at Pekin, pressed China to accept a 
loan from this country on certain condi- 
tions, but the Chinese Government said 
they were afraid to do so, on account of 
the threats used by Russia. Our Ambas- 
sador said— 

‘Well, if you ever mean to make a stand 
against Russia, now is the time, when you will 


have the sympathy of the civilised world ; if it 
is not done now, Russia will be able to find 
another pretext on an occasion when you will 


not be so well backed up.” 
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The Chinese Government said— 

* We are afraid of the power of Russia, but 
if you will protect us we will accept the Loan 
and carry out the conditions you propose.” 
Sir Claude MacDonald telegraphed that 
reply to London; but, so far as appears 
from the Blue Book, not the slightest 
notice was ever taken of it by the Goy- 
ernment. I do not believe that any 
British Ambassador, at a crisis of the 
national fortunes like this, would have 
made such a proposal to the Chinese if 
he had not been confident that he would 
have the support of the Cabinet at home. 
That support was denied to Sir Claude 
MacDonald, and then Russia naturally 
went forward ; our Loan fell through, and 
Russia obtained what she desired. We 
then fell back upon an alternative policy. 
We obtained possession of Wei-hai-Wei, 
and the concession of very great commer- 
cial privileges, the importance of which 
I am the last to deny, but which are of 
no value to this country, unless we ‘are 
prepared to fight to maintain them 
should the occasion arise. Unless we 
are prepared to use force to keep the door 
open, it will be shut in our faces by some 
foreign Power. We obtained Wei-hai- 
Wei, but surely it would have been better 
for us to come to the aid of China before 
China was knocked down by the Russian 
Government. It is a curious policy tu 
say to a friend, after he is knocked down, 
‘Give ine some portion of your property 
and I will help you to pick yourself up.” 
That is an exact description of the policy 


of the Government. I am not one of 
those who believe that, although our 
original policy in China has _ been 
defeated, we are necessarily in a 


very bad way there, or that our national 
interests have been completely demo- 
lished. No doubt we have given Russia 
a standing there which we ought never to 
have allowed her to obtain. We should 


have resisted her, and_ resisted her 
effectually. But we did not do so, and 


now she is established there, and 10 
years hence she will be stronger than at 
present, and we shall not be so well pre- 
pared for the inevitable conflict as we 
are now. During the interval, I have no 
doubt we shall prosper immensely in the 
Far East. People say—I think it is 
childish—that Russia will not open Port 
Arthur or Talienwan to our trade. Why, 
Port Arthur can never be used as a coni- 
Mr. Maclean. 
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mercial town, and when we asked Russia 
to come there we must have known that 
she would fortify any station on the nor- 
thern Pacific which she obtained. Is :t 
creditable to the high intelligence of the 
Leader of the House to suppose that when 
he invited Russia to come to the coast oi 
the Pacitic he did not intend to allow 
her to fortify and protect the terminus 
of her railway there against all the 
attacks of foreign Powers! I have, how- 
ever, such a belief in the enterprise of 
the British people, and in the soundness 
of their commercial policy, that I am 
sure Wei-hai-Wei will be of the greatest 
commercial value to us in the north of 
China. It is all very well for rival 
Powers to seize ports and_ subsidise 
lines of steamers, but everybody knows 
that there is not a French, Russian, cr 
German ship that is free to go where she 
likes, that will not go to a British port in 
preference to a port of any other nation- 
ality, because she gets freedom there. 
The natives of China would rather settle 
under the English tlag than under that 
of any other nation, because they know 
that under the British flag they are 
assured of justice and freedom. There- 
fore I do not despair ia the least of the 
prospects of our commerce with China, 
and I feel that we shall grow in wealth 
and power until, when the northern rail- 
way is completed, at the end of 10 years, 
we shall be able to compete with Russia 
on better terms than now seems probable. 
Sitting, as I do, on the Ministerial side 
of the House, I should not overlook what 
appears to be the main purpose of the 
discussion raised to-night, which is to 
try and extract from the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies some explanation or 
defence of that remarkable speech he 
made at Birmingham, and which has 
aroused much attention through- 
out the world. I candidly confess that 
I read that speech with astonishment 


SO 


and with great dislike to the sen- 
timents expressed in it, and to 
the manner in which they were ex- 
pressed. The Financial Secretary for 
War has gone down to Birmingham, 
and, with touching fidelity, has 


spoken as if the right honourable Gentle 
man were the predominant partner in 
the if he had 


delivered an epoch-making speech, which 


Government, and 


as 
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would, perhaps, introduce a new policy 
to the people of this country. I trust and 
believe that no such new policy will be 
adopted by this country. I object very 
strongly to the language which the right 
honourable Gentleman used in speaking 
of our relations with Russia. If we suffer 
a diplomatic defeat it better becomes our 
dignity to say nothing about it, instead 
of using what I may call “nagging” 
expressions in speaking of the Russian 
Government. We ought to have known 
beforehand what the Russian Govern- 
ment were aiming at, and I believe 
nearly everybody did know what their 
aim was. The right honourable Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary seemed to me, in 
speaking of the Russian Government, to 
use very nearly the same language as 
Ancient Pistol did in eating the 
leek: “I eat, and eke I swear!” 
That was the style in which the right 
honourable Gentleman permitted himself 
tospeak toa great Power. Surely a Minis 
ter of the Crown, holding the right hom 
ourable Gentleman’s high position, should 
have been more reticent. What, now, is 
the policy of the right honourable 
Gentleman? How things have changed! 
We all know what his policy was a year 
ago. None of us will ever forget how the 
right honourable Gentleman led that 
apotheosis of the British Empire, when 
we all shouted ourselves hoarse with 
singing * Rule Britannia,” when we were 
patting ourselves on the back and saying 
we were the lords of human kind—when 
the streets were filled with celebrations 
indicative of the might and majesty and 
power of the British Empire; and we 
remember, too, how the great show 
culminated in that memorable picture of 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary, seated, surrounded by 
his Prime Ministers. There has been 
nothing like it since Alexander’s feast— 


“ Aloft in awful state 
The godlike hero sate 
On his Imperial throne ; 
His valiant peers were placed around.” 


The right honourable Gentleman will ad- 
mit that was the policy pursued by him 
against the world alone, and that he then 
spoke as if the resources of the 
British Empire were adequate to 
meet any emergency. But, now. how 
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changed his tone! The conqueror 
has become a ‘suppliant to some other 
Power—a great military Power; and 
he says that we can do little harm to 
Russia unless we have the assistance of 
a great military Power. Has the right 
honourable Gentleman forgotten that 
20 years ago Lord Beaconsfield chal- 
lenged the whole power of Russia when 
a victorious Russian army was at the 
gates of Constantinople, and Russia fell 
back? Lord Beaconsfield had not then 
at his command one-third—hardly one- 
tenth—of the enormous armaments 
which this Ministry has, and for which 
we pay £70,000,000 sterling a year. Yet 
Russia fell back 20 years ago when 
opposed by Lord Beaconsfield, who 
triumphed because he was a man of 
steadfast purpose and resolute will— 
qualities which are of more value to the 
nation than all 


the bloated arma- 
ments that may be at our com, 
mand. It seems to me that the 
right honourable Gentleman has a 


perfectly inadequate appreciation of the 
military strength of the British Empire 
abroad. We have an army ready for 
service in India of about 300,000 men. 
India is an admirable secondary base of 


operations for war in the China 
Sea, and we could send from India 
to Pekin 50,000 men before Russia 


could place half a dozen battalions there. 
Therefore I say that the right honour- 
able Gentleman’s conception as to the 
military power of England is utterly 
erroneous, and ought to be indignantly 
resented. Well, then, again, the right 
honourable Gentleman has said that we 
must seek an alliance with America, 'n 
order that we may fight along with her 
in some holy cause, or, at all events, in 
what he terms a possible contingency. 
But the people in one latitude think a 
cause holy, while the people in another 
latitude think it unholy. I can readily 
imagine circumstances in which our 
power or interest are alone concerned, 
and that when we go to war our interests 
would clash with those of the United 
States more almost than with any other 
Power. I do not say this in any 
unfriendly spirit towards any Power, but 
I protest against the principle that it is 
the duty, or the business, or in the 
interest of this country to form an 
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exclusive alliance with any Power what- 
ever. It may be said that some of the great 
military Powers on the Continent would 
like to have an alliance with England. 
We know that the Triple Alliance is 
breaking down at the present time, that 
Italy has failed to remain a great Power, 
and that Austria is stricken with internal 
disorders ; and I have no doubt that some 
great military Power on the Continent 
would like to have our alliance. But we 
do not want to mix ourselves up with 
European quarrels; that time has gone 
by for us. It matters little to us whether 
Germany or France or Russia shall be 
supreme on the Continent. Our interests 
are elsewhere, and we ought to be cap- 
able of protecting those interests when we 
are sure that we are in the right. I hope 
that we shall hear from the Government 
to-night some declaration similar to those 
which have been made by the honour. 
able Baronet on the Front Bench oppo- 
site [Sir Edward Grey] and by the 
late Home Secretary on this subject of 
the ability and the willingness of Eng- 
land to defend by herself her own 
interests. The people of this country do 
not want war; they support Lord Salis- 
bury in the policy of being friendly to 
every country; but if a crisis should 
arise, then the Minister who will sweep 
the country will not be he who hesitates 
to go to war, but one who goes to war 
in a just cause, confident in the strength 
and resources of the British Empire, and, 
above all, in the character of the British 
people. 


*Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): It has 
been said that the recent speech of the 
Colonial Secretary at Birmingham was 
an epoch-making speech, and I venture 
to say that that is precisely what it was. 
The right honourable Gentleman has 
made a speech which marks, not the be- 
ginning, but the end of an epoch. Ia 
that sense it is an epoch-making speech, 
and, in spite of its many disadvantages 
and the many criticisms which we are 
able to pass upon it, at least we are able 
to say that it is probably the dying 
speech and confession of what was once 
the great Jingo Party; because now, 
happily, instead of that exhibition of 
boastful and blatant vanity which onz 
is accustomed to from, I was going io 
say, the Tory Party, or, at all events, a 
section of it, we now have the Colonial 
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Secretary adopting what the honourable 
Member for Cardiff hag called a suppliant 
attitude. Indeed, one may call it Jingo’s 
petition in bankruptcy. What right hai 
the Government, what right had Members 
opposite, to seek to encourage the baser 
instincts of the English people in pursuit 
of a policy of expansion, if that policy 
has for its necessary condition an alliance 
with some great military Power, we know 
not where? As the right honourable 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean has said to-night, we cannot find a 
single Power which will bear the descrip- 
tion of a military Power that is desirous 
of assisting us in any Jingo undertaking. 
There is, I think, one useful lesson which 
we may learn from the speech of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary. It is that while we ought not 
to be carried away by a spirit of Jingoism, 
equally we ought not to pass from an 
attitude of boastful vanity to one of 
undue self-depreciation and _ self-abase- 
ment. Therefore we are entitled to look 
to the heads of the Government, and see 
whether the Government has maintained 
the rights of England firmly, quietly, but 
conscious of the great strength which lies 
behind it. Now, I venture:to say that 
the Government has sacrificed some of 
the most vital and material rights of 
England in a way which has received 
extremely little attention in the speeches 
defending the Government, or in those 
attacking their policy. When this Vote 
was before the Committee last year the 
First Lord of the Treasury sought to 
atone for the surrender of his Ministers 
by propounding a new doctrine—a doc- 
trine entirely new to our commercial 
policy, so far as our relations with the 
Empire of China are concerned ; and that 
was the theory of what was called the 
“spheres of interest.” Now, I say that 
is a new principle; and it is not only 
new, but it is a principle which has 
always been regarded as diametrically 
opposed to our own interests. Even now 
the Government does not adopt that doc- 
trine to the extent of claiming that Eng- 
land is to have special and exclusive 
rights in the same way as France, or 
Germany, or Russia has them. No; the 
First Lord of the Treasury merely applies 
this new doctrine of his—the doctrine to 
which he has given the name of the 
“spheres of interest’’—entirely for the 
benefit of foreign nations, who have 
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created spheres of exclusive interest 
against us. To whatever cause the 
attitude may be due, certainly the 
idea of an English Minister  sub- 
mitting to the creation of “spheres of 
interest” against England in the terri- 
tory of a friendly State, against the wish 
of that State, and in violation of our own 
Treaty rights, has never, I think, entered 
the head of any English or any Conti- 
nental statesman until the Foreign Office 
fell into the hands in which we see it 
now. We are now not only told that this 
doctrine of “spheres of interest” ought 
to be admitted, but we are told by the 
First Lord of the Treasury, in words 
which I am astonished should have 
escaped the attention of his opponents, 
that this theory of “spheres of interest ” 
is one which is indispensable to our inte- 
rests, and which it would be fatal for us 
to deny. I say it is an astounding depar- 
ture in the Imperial and commercial 
policy of England, and it is to me a 
matter of great regret that we should be 
driven to debate this important matter 
upon the question of the reduction of a 
Departmental Vote. The doctrine which 
he has laid down is one which ought to 
receive the honour of a full-dress Debate 
in this House, and not be confined to a 
discursive Debate of this character. Now, 
the right honourable Gentleman has said 
that we have not sacrificed our commer- 
cial interests in China, and that idea 
seemed to be accepted by some even on 
this side of the House. What was the 
policy with which the Ministry started 
out? They started out with the policy 
of maintaining our Treaty rights. Now, 
I wonder how many honourable Members 
opposite have taken the trouble to read 
Article 54 of the Treaty of Tien-tsin, 
on which our commercial rights in China 
are based. May I read it? Article 54 
says— 


“Tt is hereby expressly stipulated that the 
British Government and its subjects will be 
allowed free and equal participation in all 
privileges, immunities, and advantages that 
may have been, or may be hereafter, granted 
by the Emperor of China to the Government 
or subjects of any other nation.” 


It would be impossible to use words more 
clearly and explicitly excluding the doc- 
trine of “spheres of interest.” When we 
talk of the policy of the “open door,” we 
mean the maintenance of these rights 
under the Treaty of Tien-tsin. When, 
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therefore, the First Lord of the Trea 
sury gets up and defends the creation of 
“spheres of interest,” in mitigation of 
his own blunders or the blunders of his 
colleagues, it is in effect an abrogation 
of the most vital clause in the Treaty of 
Tien-tsin. Now, may I say that I an 
glad—and I am sure we are all glad— 
to see the Under Secretary back in his 
place to-night? The right honourable 
Gentleman has referred in his speech to- 
night to a great many subjects. He has 
spoken about the right honourable Baro- 
net the Member for the Forest of Dean 
traversing the whole field of politics, and 
touching in a carping manner on every 
difficulty that can be alleged against the 
Ministry. But he also went over the 
world, in order to try and find out some 
of the advantages that may be laid to the 
credit of the Gcvernment, carefully ignor- 
ing, however, the points upon which bis 
Government had failed. Perhaps I may 
remind him of his own speech, delivered, 
I think, five days before the great sur- 
render of the Government, to which ths 
honourable Member for Cardiff hag just 
referred—that great surrender forming 
the turning point of our policy in China, 
when the Government refused to China 
any promise of protection if China were 
willing to enter into friendly relations 
with us. The right honourable Gentle. 
man then said that we were not going 
to be pushed aside in China, but were 
going to maintain the position of hon- 
ourable supremacy which we had won. 
He went on to say that the existence of 
our Treaty rights made the operation of 
the “spheres of interest” in China impos- 
sible. In other words, the spheres of 
influence, such as had been created in 
Africa and elsewhere, would not be main- 
tained in China. Compare that speech 
with what has happened since. There 
has been a sphere of influence created 
against us in North China, and then in 
East China, and as far as we can judge 
there is already a sphere of influence by 
France in South-west China. From these 
three great spheres of influence the in- 
dustry and capital of England are to be 
excluded to a very great degree. And 
what is our position with regard to the 
rest of China, that part where Ministers 
tell us they have got a _ sphere 
of special influence? That depends 
entirely on the maintenance of our 
Treaty rights on the part of the 
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Emperor of China. How do those rights 
stand? The First Lord of the Treasury | 


has told us that China isin a position in 
which she cannot react against hostile 
pressure. What does that mean! it 
means that China cannot help herself. 
It is perfectly clear that China is being 
made the subject of hostile pressure and 
that that pressure is directed against the 
position of England in China—directed 
against her Most-Favoured-Nation clause 
and especially against 
sphere of special influence for 
vantage. Now, 
herself, what value are our 
rights unless we help her! I 
tain the Government have not 
tected our Treaty rights. See what hap- 
pened in the case of the loan. 
was desirous of 


our ad- 


Treaty 
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, the construction of a railway far beyond 


anything like a} 


| of 


her sphere of influence, and by means of 
which, apparently, it is contemplated to 
extend her influence even to the Yang-tsze 


Valley. I think it was stated in 
a recent periodical that Russia was 
about to extend her railway into 


the very heart of the distinct sphere 
English influence. China has 
published to the world that she cannot 
fight unless some military Power helps 
her, and the Government has published 


|to the world that it does not intend to 


if China cannot help | 
| our 
main- | 

pro- | 


China | 
entering into friendly | 


relations of a commercial character with | : ‘ ; 
watched, with careful attention, the whole 


us. They would not affect the sphere of 
influence of any other Power, they would 
not touch Talienwan or Port Arthur. 
They were relations of a pecuniary 
character between England and China, 


enter into them if we promised to pro- 
tect her in doing so, but the Government 
refused to give her any promise or pro- 
tection whatever. After that how 
can it be pretended that our Treaty 
rights are any _ substantial security 
for our position in China? The moment 
you advertise the fact that China will 
receive no protection from us in the 
maintenance of her Treaties with us, then 
those Treaties lie naked and defenceless 
to every comer. That is precisely our 
position now. We see the effect of it 
during the last two or three days, and I 
really cannot help recommending honour- 
able Members opposite to read these 
developments rather than their own 


speeches on matters of ancient history. - 


Within the last few days—I think on 
June 7th—we got the news that Russia 
had stepped beyond the sphere of influ- 
ence which I suppose we must now admit 
is hers, although the right honourable 
Gentleman said it was inconsistent with 
our Treaty rights. She has demanded 
a particular trade monopoly over not less 
than six provinces of China, and not only 
that, but she has signed a contract with the 
Russian-Chinese Bank —which everybody 
knows is only another name for the Rus- 
sian Government in this connection—for 


Mr. Robson. 





help China. Then, of what value are 
Treaties? The right honourable 
Gentleman may well retire to study the 
collapse which has followed the policy he 
propounded in January. I should like 
the Committee to consider for a moment 
what is really involved in these spheres 
of interest, and there again—and I have 


of these Debates on foreign policy—the 
matter has not been more than touched 
upon at all. What is involved in a sphere 
of interest? The best thing is to take 


: ~ | the plain words of German as ont 
and China said she should be glad to} *U©1 rds of the German agreemen 


with China. Germany has the preferential 
right of the first offer to all public enter- 
prises involving the co-operation of 
foreign capital or foreign skill. Now, I 
ask the Committee to consider what that 
means. First of all, I will tell the Com- 
mittee how it is construed by Germany 
itself. On the strength of that agree- 
ment, signed on May 6th, the German 
Ambassador at Pekin has already vetoed 
the construction of a railway. It 
was projected by a Chinese syndicate 
and proposed to run outside the German 
sphere of influence, though a small part 
of it passed through a corner of that 
sphere; yet, on the strength of the agree- 
ment—¢he syndicate being assisted by 
foreign capital, English and American— 
it was vetoed. Accordingly, if the natives 
of China themselves come over to Eng- 
land, in order to borrow capital, or to 
get engineers to build a railway, that 
railway can be vetoed if it passes over 
ever so small a strip of the German 
sphere of influence. Now, that is a most 
astounding state of things, and to have 
submitted to it on the part of Ministers 
is a sacrifice of our interests. See what 


follows. England has lost her share 
in the industrial development of 
China. That is important enough; 
but her loss means far more than 
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a return upon invested capital. The 
import trade and the shipping trade to 
the German sphere of influence are at 
present almost entirely in eur hands, but 
they will be undoubtedly affected by the 
industrial development, which dictates 
the character of the import trade. If you 
begin to make railways with German 
rails, and use German engines, you will 
find that the import trade will assume 
the character of bringing German goods 
to that particular part of the country, 
and therefore our own trade with the 
German sphere of influence is likely to 
be adversely affected by the fact that all 
public enterprises in that province will 
be under the control of a rival to our- 
selves. We, therefore, lose in two ways. 
First of all, we lose our share in the 
future industrial development of that 
part of the country; and, secondly, we 
imperil the trade we have already got 
there. Someone has said of the province 
of Sze-chuen, I think, that if our trade 
with it were developed there would not 
be an idle loom in Lancashire. It 
is from such a market as_ this— 
one of the few great undeveloped 
markets in the world—that we have been 
excluded, not by any Power stronger than 
ourselves, and we have submitted to that 
exclusion in a sheer nerveless, drifting 
incompetence. If we were in a position 
which we were unable to defend, I could 
understand it. Far be it from me to 
say a single word to provoke anything 
like a Jingo spirit. Let us look calmly 
on the resources of our own country. It 
is idle to expect that Germany or France 
could establish a sphere of influence in 
China except by our consent. The Ger- 
mans are a sensible, peaceable, practical 
people, and can anyone imagine Germany 
going to war with the greatest naval 
Power in the world, and with a Power 
which, in Asia at all events, is the great- 
est military Power in that continent, 
merely to destroy our Treaty rights in 
the province of Shantung? Germany 
would not dream of it, and no English 
Minister could for a moment think that 
Germany meant it. It is weakness 
in our diplomatic position, and that 
weakness is due to the way in 
which the Government received the dis- 
patch of the 3lst January, asking for 
protection from Russia, not in relation 
to Port Arthur, but in relation merely to 
the completion of a commercial trans- 


VOL. LVIII. [FourtH Szrizs. | 


{10 Junz 1898} 





Supply. 1394 


action. She asked for that protection, 
and we refused it, and then our whole 
policy of the “open door” collapses in 
China. We had France putting forward 
a demand, Russia putting forward a 
demand, Germany putting forward a de- 
mand, and each was granted. I think 
the Government have shown a great lack 
of foresight in regard to the advance of 
Russia in the Far East. Just consider the 
kind of foresight in reference to the ad- 
vance of Germany. Germany, in a some- 
what tainted manner, put forward a 
demand for certain exclusive privileges 
in regard to railway traffic. Then China 
asked us our view on that proposal. 
When she did we indicated that we 
thought it would be an interference with 
our trade rights—-we let them know that 
we opposed it. 


[At this point (8.33) Mr. Samugn 
suggested the usual adjournment, which 
was agreed to. | 


Upon the return of the Cuarrmay, after, 
the usual interval, . 


Attention was drawn to the fact that 
there were not 40 Members present. 
Committee counted; quorum formed. 


*Mr. ROBSON : When my remarks were 
interrupted before the adjournment I 
was dealing with the German sphere of 
interest in China, and I was saying that 
I thought the Germans had very much 
to be thankful for, because it was Lord 
Salisbury who devised that in the national 
interest there should be spheres of in- 
fluence in Africa ; but it is not convenient 
to Germany, apparently, to annex terri- 
tory, politically or administratively, in 
China. Therefore the First Lord of the 
Treasury devised for her this new doc- 
trine of “spheres of interest,” which, he 
tells us, is different from “spheres of 
influence,” although he does not explain 
why and how, although he tells us that 
these spheres of interest are something 
essentially different. Now, what are 
these spheres of interest from the point 
of view of international s‘atus and inter- 
national law? So far as Germany 
and France are concerned, without spend- 
ing a single penny, and without becoming 
responsible in the slightest degree for 
the good government of the province, 
without bearing any part of the burden 
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of the cost of defending it, Germany 
annexes, and France annexes, the com- 
mercial profits to be obtained from the 
provinces thus placed under their 
industrial control. I must say that 
this is a new form of international 
relationship, which ought not to 
pass sub silentio. We ought to consider 
carefully before any English Government 
gives its consent to a doctrine involving 
spheres of this character, which means 
nothing but that they are closed against 
us. The existence of a sphere of influ- 
ence, which carries with it no responsi- 
bility, which carries with it no burden 
and no cost, but is intended to give to 
the other nations all the profits, is not a 
doctrine which can possibly be of any 
benefit to us. That is our position with 
regard to Germany and the German 
sphere of influence. Now, what is our 
position with regard to France? With 
regard to France, we have already 
regulated our rights by a Treaty, as to 
which we have heard the Government 
say a great deal, and which to-night has 
been made one of the boasts of the Minis- 
terial policy; that is the Treaty already 
referred to by the right honourable Gen- 
tleman the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs—namely, the London Convention 
of 1896, which was concluded for the pur- 
pose of settling affairs in Siam. Now, I 
observed that when the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs to-night was pro- 
nouncing his eulogium upon his col- 
leagues and his Ministry he said nothing 
about an advantage which he claimed 
that his Ministry had obtained for Eng- 
land two or three years ago—that is, the 
stipulation. ir one of the articles of the 
London Convention of 1896, under which 
it is agreed that France and England 
shall seek no advantages within the Em- 
pire of China that each nation does not 
share equally with the other. Now, we 
were making sacrifices in Siam—because, 
in spite of what the Under Secretary said 
to-night, we did make sacrifices; we 
made a sacrifice of territory, and we gave 
up territory that we had occupied by our 
troops, which would have been valuable 
to us now, for it would have been a base 
of influence for us upon China. When 
we gave up that territory, among the 
compensating advantages we were then 
to receive was that we had got the right 
to share with France any advantages 
that France herself migut 
Mr. Robse::. 
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in the Empire of China. Now, 
what is taking place with regard to it? 
We have not been able to extract infor- 
mation from the Government as to the 
fresh negotiations, and we have been told 
that those negotiations are still pending. 
Now, I venture to express some doubt as 
to the precise accuracy of that statement. 
It may be that there are still some 
negotiations pending between France and 
China, but I think there are also some 
negotiations concluded, and concluded in 
a sense very adverse to English interests, 
because I find in the dispatches that 
Germany complains that she is only 
getting what has already been granted to 
France, so that it would seem as if the 
latter country has already obtained some 
very material advantage, although by 
the London Convention of 1896 it was 
agreed that no one country should receive 
a privilege which was not granted to 
another of the signatory Powers. Now it 
is pretty clear that France is at least 
demanding an advantage in breach of 
that Convention. I think we have some- 
what misplaced our magnanimity in this 
regard in our anxiety not to embarrass 
the Government, and that ws have left 
them too much to the suggestions of their 
own weakness and want of nerve, when, 
by the help of a little healthy opposi- 
tion, we might have stiffened their back- 
bone in some measure. But I think we 
are entitled to tell the Government now, 
if these negotiations be pending, that 
we expect France shall not recede from, 
and that this Government will maintain 
the rights we got by the Convention of 
1896. How is such a stipulation to be 
made? I will only take the news for the 
last few days—or, perhaps, I should go 
a little further back. The Government 
made some time ago a demand that 
Na-Nin should be a free port. Now, that 
is a great centre of Chinese population, 
and is situated on one of the great rivers, 
which, as the Under Secretary reminds 
us, it is the triumph of our policy to 
have opened. But, after all, the river 
is only opened below Na-Nin, and the 
triumph is not unlike the sort of triumph 
that might be gained over us if we were 
compelled to open the Thames only 
below London Bridge. I confess that 
when I read the Parliamentary Papers 
I was surprised that France should veto 
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our suggestion to open Nanning. That 
attitude certainly looked as if France 
were aiming at some advantage which 
was not to be shared, or, at least, not 
shared with'us. Apparently, therefore, 
France is seeking—I say no more than 
that—to get interests and privileges in 
that district which are to be exclusive 
of England; and I think we have a 
right to tell the Ministry that in our 
opinion they should display a reasonable 
amount of firmness with regard to the 
maintenance of our interests in that dis 
trict. These, however, are a few, and 
only a few, of the blunders of the 
Ministry. The honourable Member for 
Northampton seems to think that there 
is on this side of the House a spirit of 
Jingoism. I am sure it would be a grave 
mistake if any spirit of that sort were 
displayed ; but it is the misfortune of the 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Northampton to think that anyone who 
does not agree with him in his admira 
tion of Lord Salisbury’s foreign policy is 
a Jingo. I think the honourable Gentle- 
man claims rather too much of us. He 
claims—but, I hope, wrongly claims— 
the Leader of the Opposition as one who 
joins with him in admiration of the 
Prime Minister in this direction. At any 
rate, he stands very nearly alone in that 
admiration, in respect of which he may 
claim to occupy a position of splendid 
isolation. He certainly does not seek 
allies. What we object to in Lord Salis- 
bury is the fact that he has preceded 
failure by Jingo professions. We have 
had Jingo professions—boasts which the 
Government have sought to satisfy by 
war at any price with the weak, and then 
to mitigate and qualify by peace at any 
price with the strong. It would be diffi- 
cult indeed for politicians of any school 
of thought not to disagree with Lord 
Salisbury. The Jingo would disagree with 
him on account of his deeds, and the 
Peace-at-any-price politician would 
disagree with him on account ef his 
professions. I think I have dealt 
sufficiently with the blunders of the 
Ministry, but I also contend that the 
blunders of the Ministry are not worse 
than their excuses, for the ruin they have 
begun with the one they seem anxious to 
complete with the other. It is not 
enough to sacrifice our Treaty rights to 
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the policy of the open door in China— 
but that sacrifice must be justified by 
excuses such as have been presented to 
us. The other excuse of the Colonial 
Secretary rests in belittling the Power 
of England. I do not want to magnify 
that Power unduly, but I think it is 
desirable to remember that England is 
herself in Asia a military Power. It is 
not very long ago since the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
delivered a speech in which he referred 
in no very obscure terms to Germany as 
being a country about a quarter the size 
of Queensland. The right honourable 
Gentleman was not giving us that opinion 
by way of adding to our geographical 
knowledge, but by way of letting us see 
how great the English Empire is. 
What a declension from that speech 
to the speech which is the subject of 
controversy to-night ! That Power is now, 
apparently, a Power without whose 
assistance we cannot compete with 
our rivals. I think we may well ask 
the country not to be carried away 
by this undue sense of self-abasement 
and self-depreciation which has suc 
ceeded to a Jingoism now dead and 
gone. It fell to the Liberal Party at one 
stage of its history to try to correct the 
influences of vanity and boastfulness into 
which some of the Jingo Party sought to 
mislead the English people. Now that 
Jingoism has gone down in humiliating 
collapse, it becomes the duty of the 
Liberal Party to prevent a reaction of 
depression, to invoke the honourable 
pride of the races which inhabit these 
islands, and to remind them that the 
high spirit and the pertinacious courage 
which have made this Empire what it 
is are still undiminished, and, in wiser 
hands, are quite sufficient to maintain 
all the rights of the Empire. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I feel 
that when matters of this great moment 
are before us honourable Members who 
hold views disagreeing with those of the 
Government should not hesitate to give 
voice to them in this House, and, if 
necessary, support them in the Lobby. 
With regard to the opposition which has 
been taken to the attitude of the Govern- 
ment on this question, may I say that I 
think it is the more incumbent on 
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* ¢ Members on this side of the House 
,\¢to indulge in criticism, if they 











































1nWoy think it right, because the Opposition 
yy “are in such a disorganised condi- 
* (tion—they are not only weak in 
4a numbers, but they also suffer from as 
y g@many leaders as policies. The right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 

;° West Monmouth has my most hearty 
Vi» ,Bympathy, because he is in a most diffi- 
x ,) cult position. If he is too strong in his 
.» foreign policy he will have to encounter 
J the opposition of the honourable Member 
for Northampton, while if he is too weak 
the right honourable Baronet will rise 
and politely throw the right honourable 
Gentleman over. Under these conditions 

it is quite impossible that any matter of 
Government policy should receive effec- 
tive treatment at the hands of the 
Opposition. With regard to the general 
foreign policy of the Government, I 
agree with what fell from the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, to the effect 
that we ought to survey the whole field 
of foreign politics and not confine our- 
selves to one particular branch of 

» at> and I agree that in a certain 
‘quarters Lord Salisbury has so acted 
© as to earn the thanks of everyone. 
I need hardly do more than refer ‘o 
Greece and the great services he has 
rendered to freedom, his destruction of 
the scourge of slavery in the Soudan, and 
the great services he has rendered to this 
country by the encouragement of friendly 
relations, which I hope will continue to 
grow, between the United States and this 
* country in relation to the Venezuela 
* ‘difficulty. But then let me look at the 
y other side of the shield, and see how 
the erent trading questions of the coun- 


ss 
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AA’ try have been looked after—whether they 
~~ have been safeguarded and protected as 
\ , .we think we have a right to expect they 
¢ should be. 
~. PAN HONOURABLE MemBer: Yes. 


Mr. YERBURGH: An _ honourable 
Member near me says “Yes.” Let me 
first take the case of Tunis. My right 
honourable Friend the Under Secretary 
has stated that the Manchester traders 
do not disapprove of the Tunis Conven- 
tion ; but do they approve of it? There 
is a wide difference. If they approve of 
it, then there is an end of my criticism ; 
but, as from the silence of my right 
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honourable Friend, I infer that they do 
not, then I must gather that the 
opinion of the traders was that commer- 
cial interests were not properly safe- 
guarded by the Convention. Now, I 
take the case of Madagascar, and I think 
my right honourable Friend forgot to 
deal with this point. I have been 
through the Papers carefully, and I am 
bound to say that I can come to no other 
conclusion than that in this case the 
trading interests of the country have 
been sacrificed. I trust I may be wrong, 
and that I may, before the Debate closes, 
be informed that negotiations are not 
yet concluded ; but, so far as I can follow 
them now, I can form no other conclu- 
sion than that trade interests have been 
sacrificed. And now for a short time I 
will deal with the case of China. I do not 
think I need apologise for doing so, for 
although we have important interests in 
every other part of the globe, it is in 
Chjna that our greatest trading interests 
exist. In support of that view I can 
quote from my right honourable Friend’s 
“Problems of the Far East.” He says— 


“Only in the East, and especially in the 
Far East, can we still —_ to oe and create 
open markets for our British manufactures. 
Every port, town, or village that passes into 
the possession of France or Russia means an 
ultimate loss to Manchester, to Bradford, and 
to Bombay.” 


And he goes on to say that the Empire 
of this country is, above all, an Asiatic 
dominion. On this I may base what I 
have to say about China, and state why 
I think the Government have not dealt 
with affairs there with the success we 
had a right to expect from them. Let me 
take the Committee back for a moment 
to that invitation which was addressed 
to Russia by the First Lord of the Trea 
sury—I think it was in February, 1896 
—that Russia should accept an ice-free 
port. Shortly after that invitation the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs stated in this House that the 
Government considered that Russia was 
bound by the pledges she had given not 
to occupy Corea. Therefore the state 
ment that Russia was expected not to go 
to Corea, but that she should take an 
ice-free port, can mean nothing but the 
occupation of Port Arthur and Talienwan. 
I couple the two, but strategically they 
mean one, and the Power holding one 
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must have possession of the other. What 
I wish to know is this: if the Govern 
ment thought, as they have put on record 
they did think, that the occupation of 
Port Arthur by Russia was a menace to 
the power of the Chinese Empire in 
Pekin, why did they give this invitation 
to Russia, and why did they not 
endeavour to come to an agreement with 
Russia in 1895? At that time the 
Chinese Association waited upon Lord 
Salisbury, and conveyed to him their 
view that Russia intended to take Port 
Arthur ; why did not the Prime Minister 
then endeavour to come to an arrange 
ment with Russia that, on condition of 
their not taking Port Arthur, they might 
have a free hand in Corea? Was it 
impossible to have done that? Was a 
trial made at the time? Then again, 
I ask, if we did not want Russia to go 
to Port Arthur, why did we allow our 
representative at Pekin to make the 
opening of Talienwan as a free port a 
condition of the Loan? Undoubtedly, it 
was this demand that aroused Russian 
suspicions and led to Russia’s opposition 
to the Loan, because when the Russian 
Ambassador was convinced that the pro 
posal to make Talienwan a Treaty port 
was not to be persevered with, no 
further opposition was offered, and the 
Loan was soon issued through German 
and English bankers. There was another 
opportunity offered to the Government. 
If they did not intend to come to an 
issue with Russia in regard to taking 
Port Arthur, why did they not attempt 
to come to an agreement by which, if 
the Russians took Port Arthur, we might 
take Wei-hai-Wei! This might have 
been done in a friendly way with Russia, 
and we should not have those strained 
relations that unhappily now exist. An 
honourable “Friend suggests that this 
would mean going behind the back of 
China, but I apprehend that China would 
have been as ready to offer it as she 
was to allow us to take it subsequently. 


SEVERAL HONOURABLE MeEmBeErRs: She 
offered it. 


Mr. YERBURGH: Well, now I turn 
to take a broader view of the question. 
I believe that this attempt to get Talien- 
wan made a Treaty port led to the arous- 
ing of suspicion on the part of Russia, 
and I believe, to a large extent, led to 
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the strained relations which, as I have 
said, exist between us. I do not want to 
refer for more than a moment to the 
correspondence that passed with regard 
to the undertakings given by Count 
Muravieff. That is a chapter which I 
think nobody would like to look back 
upon; it is a humiliating chapter with 
regard to Russia. We are told that if 
we made an arrangement with Russia she 
will not keep it, but considering that we 
for all time must be neighbours with 
Russia, surely it is worth while to make 


one more attempt, though it may be . 


the last attempt, to enter into friendly 
relations with her. Are we prepared to 
take up an attitude of permanent 
hostility? I conceive that it is our duty 
in the highest interests of the country to 
endeavour, even though it be for the 
last time, to come to a friendly arrange- 
ment with Russia. I quite agree with 
all that has been said as to the civilising 
work that Russia has done in Central 
Asia. Freely I acknowledge it, and 
though upon some questions she may not 
have kept engagements, and though she 
may have made promises which have not 
been performed, yet I do not think it 
wise to go back upon these and reopen 
pages which we may consider closed ; 
and, in all humbleness, I would ask the 
Government, is it not possible to attempt 
such an arrangement as I have 
endeavoured to shadow forth? Russia 
has her sphere of influence in Manchuria, 
and she has Port Arthur as her ice-free 
port; would it not now be possible to 
come to an arrangement, and even to call 
a Conference, as I think has been 
suggested by the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Member for Montrose, of the 
Powers interested in the Chinese ques- 
tion? 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose, etc.): I 
did not presume to make that proposal 
on my own account. I only expressed a 
hope that it might occur to the mind of 
somebody more responsible that such a 
Conference should be called. 


Mr. YERBURGH: Considering there 
are so many countries interested in 
China, would it not, I ask, be possible to 
get them into line with ourselves in the 
endeavour to reorganise Chinese adminis- 
tration, to purify her finance, to develop 
her material resources, so as to open up 
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China, with her great capacities, and 
develop her for the benefit of the trade 
of the world! This is in no degree 
-chimerical ; surely it is possible that 
Russia might be induced to accept the 
great wall of China as the boundary of 
her sphere of influence. And now I will 
for a moment deal with our sphere of 
influence in the Yang-tsze valley. I 
admit that is a most valuable concession 
that Her Majesty’s Government have 
obtained from China ; they have obtained 
most valuable concessions, and are to be 
heartily congratulated upon them. But 
the full value of the concessions in the 
Yang-tsze valley depends upon whether 
we make our occupation there effectual. 
In the first place, I say that you have not 
yet delimited the boundaries of our 
sphere of influence. What are the boun- 


daries? We were told that they 
consisted of the parts bounding on 
the Yang-tsze river, but that can 


hardly be held to cover the situation. 
I venture to submit that the Govern- 
ment ought to see their way to have the 
Yang-tsze sphere of influence delimited. 
There are other points: that a railway 
should be made from Burmah, and in 
the course of time connected with the 
Yang-tsze river; that this country 
should undertake the financial adminis- 
tration of the Yang-tsze valley ; that we | 
should encourage the making of railways | 
in the Yang-tsze valley; and I think 
above all, the Government should see 
that no railways which are not bond-fide 
industrial enterprises are projected or 
admitted to the Yang-tsze valley. There 
is one more point I have yet to dwell 


{COMMONS} 





upon. It appears to me you can never 
make the occupation of the Yang-tsze 
valley effectual unless you are prepared 
to support your gunboats by a military 
force ; and you can only obtain a military 
force by organising bodies of troops under 
British officers. I have ventured to put 
forward these few points in connection 
with our sphere of interest in the Yang- 
tsze valley because it appears to me 
that if they are carried out we shall 
have gone a long way to make our occu- 
pation permanent and effective and 
useful. I do not propose, Mr. Lowther, 
to trespass any longer on the time of the 
House. I have ventured to make these 
few remarks in the belief that the Govern- 
ment have not conducted their policy in 
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Chinese affairs in such a way as to have 
safeguarded to its full extent the trade 
and interests of our Empire ; and there- 
fore, with great regret, I shall be com- 
pelled to find myself voting in the Lobby 
with honourable Members opposite. 


*Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): The 
right honourable Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs has 
expressed regret at not having had an 
opportunity of hearing the views of 
Manchester and Lancashire on the com- 
mercial policy of the Government. I 
consider it my duty to accert his 
challenge, and to declare in the most 
straightforward and explicit manner that 
I think the whole feeliny in Manchester 
and Lancashire is that the action of the 
Government has been most pusillanimous. 
Proof of this is found in the recent 
election of the honourable Member for 
Middleton, who sits on the Bench behind 
me, in the face of very great exertions 
on the part of the Tories of the Division. 
The commercial communities of Lan- 
cashire feel that the action of the 
Government has not been such as to 
guarantee their interests, or to inspire 
confidence in the future direction of 
affairs. I was rather astonished to hear 
the right honourable Gentleman say that 
no opinions had been expressed with 
regard to Manchester interests, because 
for the last two or three months I have 
been asking questions with regard to the 
palpable error made by the Foreign Office 
in the Anglo-Tunisian Treaty. By this 
error a concession to British-made cotton 
goods was confined to one particular class 
of goods of limited sale, instead of granting 
the concession to all British-made cotton 
goods. Instead of mentioning “coton- 
nades” the Treaty should have referred 
to “tout tissu de coton.” I am glad to 
say that, through the exertions of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Under 
Secretary, that error has now been re 
moved, but it was a very palpable mis- 
take on the part of the Foreign Office. I 
suppose the right honourable Gentleman, 
having such serious diplomatic difficulties 
in hand, let this escape him, and I am 
perfectly willing to make him a present 
of that excuse, but, at the same time, I 
want to point out that the manufacturers 
of Lancashire and of England are most 
dissatisfied that the trade of Tunis has 
practically escaped them. Our trade is 
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being entirely lost in Tunis and taken 
possession of by the French. It is true 
that a little sop was thrown out to Lan- 
cashire by the small reduction being made 
in the duty on cotton goods entering 
Tunis, to which I have just referred. 
That was meant to keep up the 
spirits of honourable Members from 
Lancashire who sit behind the Trea- 
sury Bench, and who look, I daresay, 
with very great fear towards the next 
General Election. I say it is a small 
sop, because in 10 or 15 years this con- 
cession comes to an end, and I think 
everybody will understand that it is not 
in the interests of Manchester merchants 
and Lancashire manufacturers to put up 
mills or buy machinery to turn out a 
class of goods for consumption in 
Tunis, when they know that this trade 
in a few years will fall to the ground, 
and that all the energy and intelligence 
and all the capital they may put into the 
trade will be entirely wasted and thrown 
away. It might seem almost unnecessary 
for me to speak, because the honourable 
Member for Chester, who has just sat 
down, has come “ada Daniel to judgment,” 
and has absolved me from the duty which 
I am nevertheless going to take upon 
myself, of explaining that Manchester and 
Lancashire are just as much dissatisfied 
with the conduct of the Government with 
regard to Madagascar. Our trade there 
was a growing trade. I have heard from 
friends of mine in Her Majesty’s Navy 
that the island of Madagascar is one of 
the richest islands that can be conceived. 
It is rich in products and minerals, and 
has a large and industrious population, 
and it seems a thousand pities that we 
should have allowed Madagascar to pass 
into the hands of the French without 
receiving any guid pro quo. That is the 
crux of the whole question of the Govern- 
ment’s diplomatic efforts. What have 
they got in return? We have made grace- 
ful concessions on our side from the very 
beginning, but I do not see any grace- 
ful concessions made by France. Of 
course, the trade of Madagascar largely 
reaches it through indirect sources, and 
it is difficult to ascertain how much of 
that trade has fallen off ; but it is obvious 
the prohibitory French _ tariffs 
that any business we may do with 
Madagascar in the future will be of a very 
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attenuated character. I do not know 
whether we are likely to receive any com- 
pensation on the West Coast of Africa ; 
I think it very unlikely. The invertebrate 
condition of the Government has been 
displayed by its policy in West Africa, as 
in every other portion of the globe. I 
believe there is some greater difficulty 
in coming to a fair arrangement in West 
Africa than is found in other cases, be- 
cause with all these Treaties with 
drunken African chiefs, and doubts 
as to the effective and non-effec- 
tive possession of the districts, there 
is some actual difficulty in ascertaining 
under whose protection a district in Weat 
Africa may lie ; but at thesame time lam 
perfectly certain that the Papers will 
show us in a few days, when the cat is let 
out of the bag, that we have suffered. 
by the bargain made, and that Lanca- 
shire merchants will again have to de- 
plore the loss of their trade. I am not 
going to turn to Siam, and discuss the- 
shortcomings of the Government there. 
I will only say this, that I heartily en- 
dorse all that has been said by 
my honourable Friend who spoke 
from below the Gangway [Mr. Rob- 
son], who delivered one of the best 
and most pointed speeches made in 
this Debate, and who pointed out 
the laches of this Government quite suf- 
ficiently. In many ways the conduct of 
the present Government contrasts very 
badly with the energetic conduct of Lord 
Rosebery. He once said, and it is well 
known as a fact, that we were within 
an ace of war with France. I belong to 
the Peace Party myself, but there are 
times when you have to put your foot 
down and keep it down. I know it is a 
maxim that when your right cheek is 
struck you are to turn your left cheek to 
the smiter. So far as I am concerned,. 
if my right cheek is struck, I shall 
always turn my left cheek to the smiter ; 
but after that formality I shall always let 
out from my left shoulder. With refer- 
ence to China itself, merchants in Man- 
chester and Lancashire have, I think, a 
very just right to complain, because they 
have seen their interests put on one side, 
im a graceful manner I have no doubt, 
but still in a very effective manner with 
regard to cessation of their trade. I 
know the late Government are blamed 
because they did not 


make some 
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alliance with Japan, to force the hand of 
Russia and make Russia declare her 
policy. We know that Japan is 
an Eastern nation; it is a new 
nation which has just sprung into the 
political arena, and I think it was very 
wise on the part of the late Government 
not to hazard at once such a very near 
Treaty, and such a near embrace, with a 
neighbour of whose disposition they 
could not possibly have a very decided 
opinion. But it seems to me Japan has 
been able to take care of herself tho- 
roughly. She is now in possession of 
Corea, and England is in possession of 
Wei-hai-Wei. When I saw the name of 
Wei-hai-Wei first in the newspapers I 
thought it must be some enterprising 
colony of Scotchmen who had gone out 
there, and that this name was a delicate 
reference to “Scots Wha Hae.” It is 
not all who can pronounce it, but I am 
sure we all fully recognise that we are in 
possession of a white elephant ; that we 
have probably embarked upon another 
Cyprus, and we shall have to vote money 
in this House, as we vote sums of 
£20,000 or £40,000 for Cyprus every 
few years, only the sums will be very 
much greater, and we shall hear this un- 
fortunate name Wei-hai-Wei in connec- 
tion with very large Votes and very 
large demands on the pockets of the 
British ratepayers. As honourable Mem- 
bers have made the journey with me 
to China, perhaps they will not refuse 
to accompany me right round the world 
and come to America. The right 
honourable Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs plumed 
himself that, in this great absence 
of diplomatic successes, at any rate, 
Her Majesty’s Government could pride 
itself on the manner in which the 
Venezuela question was being solved. I 
am bound to say, if my memory does not 
play me false, that the Venezuela ques- 
tion was forced upon our attention in the 
most marked manner by the United 
States Government. Lord Salisbury was 
not at all inclined to face it, and it was 
only peremptory dispatches from America 
which really drove him to adopt a mild 
and reasonable tone and enter upon the 
discussion of the whole question. Then 
the right honourable Gentleman also 
spoke about arbitration with America, 
and said that the Government had done 
great service in introducing that question, 


Mr. Schwann. 
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and in proposing a Treaty of Arbitration 
with America. He seemed to forget that 
it was a former Member of that House, 
the Secretary of the Arbitration Society, 
who prepared the way for an Arbitra- 
tion Treaty by going over personally 
some years ago with Members of this 
House—the late Mr. Pease, the Member 
for Darlington, amongst others—who saw 
the President, and obtained his hearty 


approval and co-operation. I am _ not 
quite certain that Mr. Cremer did 
not address the Senate. At any 
rate, a vote was prepared in ap- 
proval of a Treaty of Arbitration. 


Well, I think that I have navigated the 
globe as well as the honourable and gal- 
lant Admiral the Member for Eastbourne 
could have done ; but there is Europe to 
consider, and that is another great blot 
in the Government policy which arouses 
the indignation of Lancashire. We 
know, unhappily too well, the conduct of 
the Government in Europe; how they 
allowed Armenia practically to be 
strangled, and how very little was done to 
assist Greece. We were called upon yes- 
terday to admire the conduct of a post- 
man who at the imminent ris‘ of his life 
protected a policeman who was wounded 
in those unfortunate riots in Belfast. 
Now, I think the action of Greece was 
very much of the same character. When 
the Greeks saw the Cretans, who are their 
near neighbours, of a common race and 
religion, coming back without noses, 
without ears, maimed and outraged by 
the Turks, they very naturally sympa- 
thised with them and flew to arms. 
Perhaps it was not a wise and cautious 
thing on the part of the postman, and 
not a prudent thing on the part of 
Greece, and I should be very sorry for the 
world if such actions were to fade away 
from history. I did not intend to make 
a speech at all, and I had not prepared 
any remarks, because I find that our 
Debates are confined to so few speakers, 
but, having been challenged by the right 
honourable Gentleman to express the 
opinion of Lancashire, I felt it my duty 
to do so, and I hardly think it is neces- 
sary to say into which Lobby I shall go 
when the Division is taken. 


Mr. LEGH (Lancashire, Newton): It 
is quite evident that what is much more 
to the taste of honourable Gentlemen 
opposite is the discussion of the speech 
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of the Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
And, Mr. Lowther, I must admit that 
I feel considerable curiosity with regard 
to this particular speech. Now, was that 
speech an inspired and authorised utter- 
ance! Was it really a pronouncement 
of the policy of the Government! On 
the one hand, we have been led to 
imagine by the head of the Government 
that the speech was of no importance. 
On the other hand, another Member of 
the Government, the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office, has assured us that 
it is an epoch-making speech. For my 
part I find it very hard to believe that 
the right honourable Gentleman intended 
to make a speech of a frivolous charac- 
ter. It is ridiculous to suppose that the 
right honourable Gentleman would have 
done such a thing. I have so much ad- 
miration for the ability and for the 
energy of the right honourable Gentle- 
man that I am driven to the conclusion 
that his ambition has led him to formu- 
late a foreign policy on his own account. 
At any rate, Sir, it reaches me in the 
light of a new foreign policy, and as the 
speech was couched in the language of 
the new diplomacy it is not surprising 
that it should have a startling effect. It 
certainly is startling as regards myself, 
because I was. always under the impres- 
sion that the right honourable Gentle 
man was an advocate for an Anglo- 
Russian alliance. There are many peovle 
in this House in favour of a similar 
alliance, but it is not easy to arrive at 
an understanding. with the devil. But, 
Sir, the task of a rapprochement with 
Russia is certainly not furthered by re 
marks of this character made by the 
Colonial Secretary: but I do not think 
that the position is altogether hopeless 
even yet. Several Members who have 
spoken in this Debate have repeated the 
expression and the hope that this under- 
standing may eventually come to pass. 
Well, I am bound to say that those who 
hope for such a rapprochement or under- 
standing have been seriously disappointed 
by what they have read in the news- 
papers, because I am bound to admit that 
the action of the Russian Government 


in the Far East has evidently been dic- |. 


tated by strong hostility to this country, 
whether it took the form of endeavour- 
ing to hound all British subjects from 
employment in China, whether it took 
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the form of objecting to the presence 
of our ships, or whether it took the 
form of preventing us from lending 
money to the Chinese. Now, Sir, it is 
not my intention to delay the Committee 
at any length, because I am aware that 
there are many honourable Gentlemen 
who desire to make speeches upon the 
Far Eastern (uestion to-night ; but what 
I would humbly submit to my leaders 
is this: that if they are going to make 
speeches in the country upon important 
questions of foreign policy, let them, in 
Heaven’s name, say the same thing, for 
there are considerable discrepancies in 
the speeches delivered on the Far Eastern 
Question by Lord Salisbury, the First 
Lord of the Treasury, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and the Secretary for the 
Colonies. Once more I repeat that, if 
important announcements are going to 
be made to the country, they ought all 
to be of the same character. There were 
various questions which I wished i» 
touch upon, but it is not my intention 
to delay the Committee. I was ex- 
pressly anxious to obtain some informa- 
tion from the right honourable Gentle 
man with regard to Crete, and with 
regard to what appeared to me to be a 
singularly unfortunate proposal that 
Prince George of Greece should be elected 
Governor of that island, but perhaps this 
is hardly the moment to do so, and so 
I will reserve it for an opportunity which 
may occur upon some future occasion. 


*Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, (Black- 
friars): I wish to endeavour to obtain 
some information with regard to the 
somewhat remarkable dispatch about 
which I have asked several questions in 
this House. The only knowledge we pos- 
sess of it so far is from a paragraph 
which appeared in the 7’imes on the 23rd 
of April, in which an allusion was made 
to a dispatch having been spontaneously 
sent from this Government, intimating 
to the German Government that in con- 
nection with the occupation of Wei-hai- 
Wei we have no intention of injuring 
German rights in the province of Shan- 
tung, and that, above all, we had 
no intention of laying down railway com- 
munication with Wei-hai-Wei. I there- 
fore asked this question in the House, 
being uncertain whether such a dispatch 
had been sent at all. The First Lord of 
the Treasury, in reply, said that the 
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dispatch had been sent. Well, Sir, 1 
expected that it would be placed on the 
Table shortly after, but I waited, and 
had again to ask whether any reply had 
been received from the German Govern- 
ment, and also when he would place the 
Papers before Parliament. His reply 
was that he did not propose to lay any 
more information on the Table. Under 
the impression that perhaps the dispatch 
was confidential, and withheld: from the 
House for that reason, I waited until the 
4th of May, when I asked, if the docu- 
ments were not of a confidential char- 
acter, would he lay them upon the Table 
of the House? Now I have mentioned 
the questions asked and the answers, and 
neither of them say anything about the 
documents being of a confidential char- 
acter, or whether they would be laid be- 
fore the House, but that they had already 
been published at Berlin, and reproduced 
in some papers in this country. Again [ 
asked to-night when a copy.of that dis- 
patch sent to the German Government 
will be placed on the Table, and also 
their reply to it, and again he refuses to 
give any answer to this specific question, 
and says that he has answered the ques- 
tion before. Now I venture to contra- 
dict him, and I challenge him to show 
that he has answered the question which 
I have three times put down on the 
Paper. All the information we. have 
about it at the present time is from a 
paragraph published in a German news- 
paper. Well, Sir, I want to know 
why this. dispatch is withheld, be- 
cause it appears to me that if the con- 
tents were likely to be to the credit of 
the Government with reference to Chinese 
diplomacy, that they would, without hesi- 
tation, place it before the House ; there- 
fore I think it must be a dispatch that 
they regret having written, or are 
ashamed of having written, and desire 
to withhold it from the House, in order 
that. the terms of it may be forgotten. 
[Here the honourable Member paused, 
and loudly called out “Order, order ! 


on account of the conversation going on.]| 
» This, Sir, is not a case of neglect like 


Port Arthur. Here is a deliberate giving 
away of whatever commercial rights we 
may have possessed, and the remarkable 
part of all this is that what the Govern- 
ment has done is always represented as 
for the benefit of our commerce. I 
challenge the Government to say that 


Mr. Provand. 
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what they have done has the approval 
of any of the Chambers of Commerce, or 
of the commercial bodies of China. Does 
the China Association approve of what 
the Government have done? It is not 
long since the First Lord of the 
Treasury, in answering a supplementary 
question respecting Wei-hai-Wei, said he 
thought that any merchant who went 
there would be very foolish indeed. Well, 
the Times newspaper told us, a few days 
ago, that merchants were commencing 
business there. I hope that our Front 
Bench will insist upon a document of 
such importance being laid upon the 
Table in order that those interested may 
inform themselves on this question. 


*Sir W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): I was doubting whether it would 
be necessary for me to interfere at all 
in this Debate. The honourable Member 
for Chester stated that he wouid be good 
enough to undertake the duty that ought 
to devolve upon me. I can only tender 
him my acknowledgments for the very 
able way in which he has performed 
that duty. I desire to adopt all 
the observations which he has made, 
and all the very just criticisms which 
he has offered upon the policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government. I am not going 
over the whole ground which has been 
so ably dealt with by my right honour- 
able Friend the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, and by the very able speech 
of my honourable Friend the Member 
for South Shields. They have dealt with 
matters which are, I believe, in the 
opinion of the country, greatly to the 
disadvantage of the foreign policy which 
has been pursued by Her Majesty’s 
Government. It is less necessary for me 
to do so after the speech in defence of 
that foreign policy by the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs. I can only describe that 
speech in legal language by the phrase 
that it was a speech of “confession and 
avoidance.” The line of argument which 
the right honourable Gentleman adopted 
was not so much to deny that the 
Government were at fault in any 
of the particulars which have been 


charged against them by the mover 
of the Amendment. But at the end 
of his speech he put forward a 
kind of set-off, in which he said 


it was true that they had failed in many 
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things, but that in some things they had 
succeeded. Having this confession before 
us, I think it is hardly necessary for me 
to continue the discussion. In the short 
time I propose to ask leave to occupy 
the attention of the House, I would rather 
come to the more general question to 
which the honourable Member for the 
Newton Division of Lancashire has just 
referred—namely, what we in _ this 
House are to understand, and what 
the country is to understand, are 
the general principles of the foreign 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government. We 





have tried our hands at such an 
investigation in several discussions 
that have taken place, and I am 


bound to say that I am as far as ever 
from understanding whether there is any 
system or any unanimity of view on the 
part of Her Majesty’s Government as to 
what is the policy by which they are 
governed. The honourable Member for 
‘Chester was good enough to criticise the 
divisions of opinion which he supposed 
to exist on this side of the House. I 
think that is a compliment which 
we are in a_ position to return. 
‘What we really want to know is 
the history of what has been going 
on for the last six months in this 
country. We have had a series of scares ; 
we have had excursions and alarms 
breaking out at various times, and we 
have had reassuring statements from the 
‘Government, and again alarms, in which 
their own supporters have been, 
more than ever dismayed, followed 
by extraordinary declarations by dif- 
ferent Members of the Government 
which seem to indicate extremely diverse 
policies. The Government seems to me 
to have been suffering for the last 
twelve months from a disorder which I 
will describe as suppressed panic, fol- 
lowed by fits of alarm from time to 
time. What we want to know is what 
is the foundation for those alarms? The 
Prime Minister has frequently adminis- 
tered to the country and to his followers 
a sort of anodyne, a species of soothing 
syrup. { One is extremely glad to receive 
those assurances from the Prime Minis- 
ter; but the right honourable Gentleman 
the Leader of the House has complained 
of the difficulty of conducting diplomacy 
under the influence of discussions in 
the House of Commons and in the 
Press. But there still greater 
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difficulty in conducting diplomacy 
when the various Members of the 


Government choose the platform to ex- 
plain the policy of the Government 
They complain that we do not challenge 
them here, but the challenges which they 
throw out are challenges made upon the 
platform. We had the doctrine of the 
open door at the cost of war. That was 
proclaimed at Bristol. Then we had an 
exposition of the policy of the open door 
minus war, proclaimed at Manchester by 
the First Lord of the Treasury. Then 
we had the declaration of foreign policy at 
the Albert Hall from the Prime Minister ; 
and after that we had a_ wholly 
novel and astonishing declaration of 
policy at Birmingham by the Colonial 
Secretary. I find a very great difficulty 
in harmonising these various gospels. 
‘How in the world the doctrines which 
appear in each of these statements are 
to be reconciled one to another seems to 
me extraordinarily difficult to explain, 
more especially the last demonstration 
of foreign policy we have had from Bir- 
mingham! What was the view taken af 
the Albert Hall by the Prime Minister? 
and, after all the Prime Minister is 
somebody. He happens also to be 
Foreign Secretary, and therefore we are 
obliged to take some account of what he 
says. Heclaims to be judged by the re- 
sults, and he stated that these results 
had proved perfectly satisfactory. He had 
just returned from abroad, and he was 
extremely surprised at the unnecessary 
fuss that had been made about these 
affairs in the Far East. He told us that 
the occupation of Port Arthur was a 
thing which did nobody any harm except 
Russia ; that, so far as Port Arthur was 
concerned everything was quite right ; 
that Wei-hai-Wei was a great deal more 
than compensation for Port Arthur ; 
that Talienwan had become a Treaty port, 
which it had not been before, and that 
was entirely satisfactory; and that as 
to prestige—in manly language, worthy, 
in my opinion, of a Russian statesman, 
which contrasted, I think, rather favour- 
ably with some of the panic-stricken 
language we have recently listened to— 
he said— 

“We shall maintain against all comers that 
which we possess, and we know, in spite of 


the jargon about isolation, that we are amply 
competent to do so.” 


That is werthy of an_ English . 
statesman. Dut we have heard very 
3 L 
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different language, to which I am pre- 
sently going to refer, described here 
as the “jargon about isolation.” Speak- 
ing of the difficulties of the future, Lord 
Salisbury said— 

“Undoubtedly we shall not allow England 
to be at a disadvantage. On the other hand, 
we shall not be jealous if isolation and sterility 
are removed by the aggrandisement of a rival 
in a region to which our arms cannot reach.” 
That was intended to apply to 
Russia. In my opinion, that was a wise 
warning, which should claim the atten- 
tion it deserves. That is the authori- 
tative statement, I should suppose, of the 
policy of Her Majesty’s Government. 
Apparently it did not give universal 
satisfaction, and thereupon, within a few 
days of the delivery of this statement 
that there was no cause for alarm at all, 
and that everything was satisfactory, one 
of the most distinguished colleagues of 
the Prime Minister goes down to his con- 
stituents and addresses them, as he says, 
in his own manner, and he made what I 
can only describe asa counter manifesto. 
After we received this reassuring state- 
ment from the Prime Minister the right 
honourable Gentleman at Birmingham 
sounded the tocsin of alarm. He made 
a speech which all turned on the terrors 
and dangers of that “jargon of isola- 
tion.” It is very difficult for us who are 
not in the secrets of the Cabinet to 
penetrate this secret of this extraordinary 
performance. It had an extraordinary 
effect; it partly amused and partly 
scandalised Europe. And one thing we 
were struck by, also, was that there had 
been a singular disregard of the lecture 
on style which the Prime Minister had 
addressed to the ladies of the Primrose 
League, when he pointed out how delicate 
and courteous you cught to be in all 
diplomatic utterances with regard to 
your relations with foreign Powers. We 
were told that this was the new 
diplomacy. I confess, for my part, I am 
old-fashioned in these matters, and I 
prefer the courtesy, the dignity, and the 
good sense of the old diplomacy, which 
is based on the experience and traditions 
of centuries of civilisation. I can no 
more affect the new diplomacy than, I 
confess, I can affect the New Woman. 
The style is different, but I prefer that 
to which I have been accustomed. Well, 
in some form or other, it was necessary 
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that the country and Europe should be 
frightened out of its wits in order to 
secure the reception of the new policy. 
We were told on that occasion, entirely 
contrary to what was stated at the Albert 
Hall, that the situation was terribly 
grave, that we had only been engaged in 
the preliminary skirmish with Russia, 


that the battle of Armagedda still 
remained to be fought, and _ that 
for that battle it is necessary 


we should make due preparations. Well, 
now what was this terrible danger? A 
responsible Government and a respomr 
sible Minister, when they tell the country 
that the situation is terribly grave, that 
we have only had a preliminary skirmish, 
ought to tell us what the danger is, 
and what the pitched battle is going to 
be fought about. I looked to see what 
was the revelation of this great peril, 
and this is the definition of it—that 
there was a combined assault on the com- 
mercial supremacy of this country, the 
like of which has not been known since 
the great Napoleon laid an interdict on 
British trade. That you are told 
is the danger, and you are afraid is a 
fact. Who are the parties to this com 
bination to ruin British trade like the 


Continental system of Napoleon? It 
cannot be Russia, because you in 
vited her to an ice-free port. In the 


very same speech we are told that— 


“The Government have informed Russia that 
there was no jealousy and no objection to 
what we understood to be her commercial 
objects, or to the expansion of her legitimate 
authority.” 


That is not the _ position of a 
conspirator. We agreed to the 
Manchurian railway years ago, and 


in Lord Salisbury’s final dispatch on 
China you will find it stated that, as 
regards commercial questions, the 
interests of England had been fully satis 
fied. How are you to maintain, then, 
that Russia is a party to this terrible 


conspiracy? Was it Germany, our 
great competitor in trade? It has 
been fully and_ rightly admitted 


by the First Lord of the Treasury, and 
other Members of the Government, that 
we have no right and no desire to 
denounce the competition of other coun- 
tries, which we are prepared to meet. 
Is Germany one of the conspirators 
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to destroy British trade? We welcomed 
Germany to Kiaou-chau. We have recog- 
nised in the mouth of the First Lord of 
the Treasury the sphere of interest of 
Germany in the Shan-tung peninsula. 
We have gratuitously offered her the 
assurance that we will not interfere 
with her in that sphere of interest. 
Therefore, she cannot be a party to this 
conspiracy to destroy British trade. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I do not know to what you are 
referring, 


*Sir W. HARCOURT: I was refer- 
ring to the last speech. We were 
discussing the statement made when we 
took Wei-hai-Wei 


Tur FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Hear, hear! 


*Sir W. HARCOURT: That it was 
entirely unfit for commercial purposes, 
and that we would not interfere in com- 
mercial matters with Germany in the 
Shan-tung peninsula. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: No. The right honour- 
able Gentleman has accurately stated 
in the first part of the sentence 
what we did say. There was nothing 
whatever with regard to the comparative 
interests of Germany and England in the 
Shan-tung peninsula, apart from the 
fact that we would not connect 
Wei-hai-Wei, or use Wei-hai-Wei as a 
means of interfering with Germany. 





*Sir W. HARCOURT: Just so—I re- 
member perfectly. I said we had recog- 
nised in the Shan-tung peninsula a sphere 
of interest peculiar to Germany. Well, so 
much for Germany. Then, as to France. 
She made her occupation there for com- 
mercial purposes, and, so far as I know, 
the Government have made no objection 
to what France has done. Then where 
is the terrible combination by which the 
Colonial Secretary seeks to terrify us! 
I see no evidence of it at all. The re- 
markable part of the transaction is that 
this being the great danger against which 
you have to guard, the only remedy pro- 
posed is to solicit an alliance with one 
conspirator to destroy the other—a most 
extraordinary diplomatic expedient. It 
seems to me to be a conception alto- 
gether worthy of the new diplomacy. 
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Then the right honourable Gentleman 
went on to say that— 


“We had no alliances, and that he was afraid 
we had no friends.” 


I do not think that the effect 
of that speech has been to pro- 
cure us any alliance, and certainly it has 
not any tendency to create for us any 
friends. But, assuming that we are 
so desolate and so isolated as the 
right honourable Gentleman represents, 
what sort of diplomacy is it that impels 
you, before seeking for alliance, to make 
this palpable confession of impotence 
before all the world? Of all the 
humiliations which, in the course of 
these transactions, we have been 
subjected to, I think this seeking 
in forma pauperis for allies on the 
ground of our feebleness is the greatest. 
The right honourable Gentleman goes 
cap in hand round Europe in search 
of an alliance. His language might be 
interpreted as this—‘ We have got into 
such a terrible mess; we are so weak, 
so helpless, that unless we can obtain 
the alliance of a great military Power, 
we are impotent, and cannot meet 
Russia.” That is the substance of the 
speech of the right honourable Gentle 
man the Secretary for the Colonies. That 
is not, in my opinion, the way to secure 
alliances if you want them. When a firm 
desires to acquire a new partner it does 
not begin by a_ statement of the 
impecuniosity of the concern. Nations do 
not enter into alliances out of charity or 
compassion. They make alliances with 
those whom they believe to be strong, 
because they believe it will add to their 
strength. Now, we are not told by name 
who it is we are to seek as our European 
ally. I should like to know from the 
right honourable gentleman who is the 
author of this policy ; what measure the 
Government have taken to propound this 
question of alliances which are absolutely 
necessary for our safety and security? A 
great military Power is mentioned, and 
there are only four great military Powers 
in Europe. What are the steps which 
have been taken by the Government for 
the purpose of propounding this alliance, 
and what success have they had in this 
solicitation? But, Sir, what is more 
amazing is, if you have not secured this 
alliance, that the Government should be- 
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take itself, in its weakness and its terror, 
to attacks and insults addressed to the 
Power which you have reason to fear. 
To give a slap in the face to the 
Power which you profess to dread, 
before you have secured your _alli- 
ance, is a diplomacy which is un- 
fortunate, and likely to be disastrous. 
The right honourable Gentleman will 
perhaps be able to tell us whether the 
“Pomeranian Grenadier” is likely to be 
forthcoming, in order to make war upon 
Russia in the interests of British trade. 
Apparently, one of those nations whose 
darling object is supposed to be to destroy 
British trade, as Napoleon wished to do, 
is to step out of the ranks and join us 
in making war upon Russia, if necessary, 
in order to maintain the interests of 
British trade. Such a suggestion on the 
part. of the Colonial Secretary betrays 
an absolute ignorance of the state of 
European politics and an inherent in- 
capacity to handle foreign affairs. Well, 
has the Government of Austria or 
of Italy responded to this invita- 
tion ? We have had, and may 
have again, diplomatic difficulties with 
France, and the language which has been 
employed with reference to Russia makes 
it absolutely certain that in any future 
difficulty you may have with France 
Russia will be her active ally. This 
policy, in my opinion, is absolutely 
fatuous. The declaration of the right 
honourable Gentleman has been referred 
to several times to-night, but, Sir, the 
words are so important and big with 
such consequences. that we are bound to 
have from the Government an explana 
tion of their meaning. The right honour- 
able Gentleman says— 

“Unless we are allied with ome great mili- 
tary Power we cannot seriously injure Russia.” 
Is it the policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, is it their aim, to seriously 
injure Russia? And is it to attain that 
end that they invite the co-operation 
of Germany! Is that an object worthy 
of this country; and, if it is, is it 
an object in which you are likely to 
succeed? For 50 years you have been 
endeavouring to settle Eastern questions 
in hostility to Russia. The commence- 
ment of that period took place at the 
time of the Crimean war. You then had 
the alliance of France and of Turkey. 
What has been the outcome of that 
policy? In 1878. Lord Beaconsfield pro- 
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ceeded on that policy, and the Treaty of 
Berlin was negotiated. What has been 
the result of that policy? Has it been 
that which you desired? You know per- 
fectly well that after the lapse of 50 
years, during which that policy has been 
persistently pursued, Russia at this 
moment is more potent in the East than 
she ever was before the Treaty 
of Paris or the Treaty of Berlin. 
I think it is extremely likely that if you 
pursue that policy now you will fail as 
completely at Pekin as you have failed 
at Constantinople. Sir, I desire to ex- 
press my opinion that if the Eastern 
Question is ever to be settled upon a 
footing favourable to Great Britain. it 
must be settled in friendly concert with 
Russia, and not in hostility to her. 
The plan of treating Russia as our 
natural and permanent foe has failed in 
the past, and, in my opinion, it will 
fail in the future. This cry for alliances, 
especially in the position we hold as a 
great naval Power, is, in my opinion, 
unwise. It commits you to questions in 
which you have no interest whatever, and 
which may be causes of war among the 
great military Powers of the Continent. 
Now, permanent alliances are good so 
long as they represent the interests of the 
parties which adopt them under the 
influence of the sentiments and the 
interests of the time. Certain inte- 
rests exist at the time these Treaties 
are made; years pass, and the history 
of the world shows that as soon as the 
interests change the aiiiances cease to be 
obligatory. The policy of those per- 
manent alliances was what was called 
the “balance of power,” in the diplomacy 
of the 18th century, but on each occa- 
sion, when the pressure came and the 
interests had changed, those alliances 
ceased to operate. It is only a short 
time ago, I remember, that the Foreign 
Minister in Germany expressed that 
opinion on the subject of alliances 
in the  frankest manner. There- 
fore, Sir, the value of those permanent 
alliances is practically nothing. If the 
interests exist, you will have the support 
of those whose interests are similar to 
your own, with or without alliances ; if 
the interests have changed, you will not 
secure them by alliances which have no 
longer any binding force. Well, Sir, 
there is one part of the speech of the 
right honourable Gentleman with which 
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I can entirely concur, and that is the 
strong language in which he expressed 
a desire for closer and more permanent 
alliance with the United States. I think 
the right honourable Gentleman knows 
very well that there is no one who is 
more anxious and eager for such a result 
than myself. Ever since I have had any- 
thing to do with public life my great 
and, I may add, my foremost object haa 
been the cultivation of good relations 
with the United States. I have seen 
some very mischievous attempts to repre 
sent that there is a difference between 
the two parties in the State upon that 
subject. There is no such difference. I 
venture to say that there is no Member 
of the Liberal Party, nor do I believe 
there is any Member of the Unionist 
Party, who does not place friendship— 
alliance, if you choose to use the word 
in the sense of cordial friendship, of 
entente cordiale—with the United States 
in the very forefront of English foreign 
policy. We have had a good many 
humiliations in the course of the last six 
months, which have arisen principally 
from this—propounding plans and 
making demands which you might have 
known beforehand would have no practi- 
cal results. Then you turn round and 
say, “We do not care about it, because 
it is of no importance.” But it is far 
better not to make a demand unless you 
have a reasonable belief that it will be 
accepted. What is the use of making a 
public declaration that without alliances 
England is impotent, when you do not 
know whether you will ever get your pro- 
posals accepted or not! That is what 
happened in this particular case. I 
think that before such a declaration as 
that made by the right honourable 
Gentleman at Birmingham it ought to 
have been ascertained whether there was 
any probability of those alliances with 
military Powers being concluded which 
he avers are essential to the safety 
the country. If it is to be attempted 
a more complete change in the policy of 
the country could not possibly be con- 
ceived. Well, Sir, all that has puzzled 
the country a good deal. What is the 
meaning of this different language held 
almost at the same time by different 
members of the Government? Foreign 
countries have also asked, what does this 
mean? Is the Birmingham speech a 
declaration of the policy of the respon- 
sible Government, or is it merely the 
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idea of an individual? If it was a 
declaration of the policy of a responsible 
Government it would, no doubt, be a 
very serious matter indeed. I do not 
myself take it in that very serious light. 
There was an attempt made in another 
place to obtain the opinion of the Foreign 
Secretary upon the policy developed in 
the Birmingham speech. Lord Salis- 
bury is an old hand, and he would 
not be drawn on this subject. He 
declared that he had not got a copy of 
the speech—I do not know what he had 
done with it—and declined to make him- 
self responsible for it. Well, Sir, “like 
master, like man,” and so to-night the 
Under Secretary exercised the same dis- 
cretion, and he opened his speech by 
saying it did not concern his Department. 
It is something, at all events, to have 
ascertained from the Foreign Secretary 
and the Under Secretary that this new 
diplomacy does not concern the Foreign 
Office. We have not heard a word from 
Lord Salisbury on the subject of 
these indispensable alliances. Alliances 
are, apparently, to be solicited wherever 
we can get them to supply that “long 
spoon.” which is necessary for diplomatic 
entertainment. On the contrary, how- 
ever, when Lord Salisbury is pressed to 
say whether this declaration of hostility 
to Russia is the policy of the Govern- 
ment, what he says is—and to my mind 


it is infinitely more satisfactory than the , 


Birmingham programme— 

“ As far as the general policy of the Govern- 
ment is concerned we have not changed, and we_ 
will not change. We shall cultivate to the 
utmost of our abilities the friendship of all the 
Powers with whom we may come into con- 
tact. That is the policy which Her Majesty’s, 
Government will pursue.” 

There is nothing there about alliances 
with military Powers in order to supply 
the means of hostility against another 
Power. On the contrary, it is a policy— 
with which: I confess I agree—of acting 
in a spirit of friendship, as far as the 
interests of this country will permit, 
with all the Powers of Europe alike. Inmy 
opinion, that language of Lord Salisbury’s 
is worthy of a responsible statesman, sen- 
sible of his own self-respect and the 
dignity of the country of which he is the 
spokesman. He does not find it necessary 
either to fear or to flout his neighbours. 
He relies upon the strength, the spirit, 
the greatness of his country to defend 
her interests as they have done in the 


Doe ey Eg ee, 








1423 Supply. 


past. Since this declaration I think the 
world haa been set to rest. Even the 
dovecotes of the Stock Exchange, which 
were fluttered for four-and-twenty hours, 
have returned to a condition of tran- 
quillity. The bears, it is true, had 
a good quarter of an_ hour, and 
foreign nations were frightened and dis- 
tracted ; but that was owing to their im- 
perfect acquaintance with our institu 
tions. They were not aware how large a 
part, of late years at least, in the British 
Constitution is played by unauthorised 
programmes. There is a momentary 
danger about programmes of that de 
scription, but they have also a re 
deeming feature—they are of an 
ephemeral character. They come like 
shadows and so depart. They are dis- 
solving views, brilliant for the time, but 
they “leave not a wrack behind.” I 
hope that no permanent mischief may 
occur from this occasional indiscretioa, 
that the Government, reversing the 
character of Charles II., having said many 
foolish things, will now begin to do some 
wise ones; that this epoch of vacilla- 
tion and self-contradiction amongst the 
various members of the Administration 
may be brought to an end, and they 
may at last present to the nation a con- 
sistent and worthy policy which will com- 
mand and deserve the respect of the 
nation and of the world. 


Toa SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe COLONIES: I do not think 
that the Government have anything 
to regret in this discussion, except, 
perhaps, what must necessarily be its 
inconclusive termination. We have seen 
with satisfaction the unanimity of the 
Opposition in condemning the Govern- 
ment—the absolute incapacity of any two 
members of the Opposition to agree upon 
any alternative policy. If the Opposition 
had proposed a vote of censure upon the 
Government it would have had two ad- 
vantages. In the first place, it would 
have defined the points upon which they 
specially took issue with us; and, in the 
second place, it could hardly have failed 
to suggest something which might be 
placed as a substitute for our policy. The 
right honourable Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean in a sort of gallant 
peroration declared that he would he 
ashamed if he and his friends had not 
the courage to vote for the Amendment 
which he had proposed ; but I do not see 
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much courage in voting for an Amend- 
ment of which 50 differer wreta- 


tions may easily be given. ‘lhe interpre 
tation given of it by the right honour- 
able Baronet himself is perfectly clear. 
It is in his mind an out-and-out condem- 
nation of the policy of the Foreign Minis 
ter, Lord Salisbury. The right honour 
able Baronet travelled from China to 
Peru, and he found everything bad in the 
relations between this country and the 
countries which he considered; but it 
appears to me that the speech to which 
we have just listened, the speech of the 
right honourable Member for East Fife, 
and others from that side of the House, 
have been directed rather, not to the 
censure of the Prime Minister, but to 
the censure of the Colonial Secretary, 
whose policy and interests they separate 
from those of the Prime Minister. 
[Cheers.| Yes, but for which are you 
going to vote? Why, Sir, if you carry 
this Amendment we shall never know to 
our dying day whether yeu intend to 
censure the Prime Minister or whether 
you intend to censure the humble indi- 
vidual who is now addressing the Com- 
mittee. As I have said, it has been made 
the more difficult for us because through- 
out this discussion there has been an 
attempt on the part of the older Parlia- 
mentary hands to separate the case of 
the Government, to represent us as a 
divided organisation, and to assert that 
the views expressed by the Colonial 
Secretary are entirely opposed to the 
views expressed on other occasions by the 
Prime Minister and by my right honour- 
able Friend the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury. That, Sir, is the assertion. Right 
honourable Gentlemen opposite are ex- 
cellent at assertion, but their proof is 
insufficient. What have they brought for- 
ward in proof of that assertion? The 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife quoted two statements from 
the speech made by my right honour- 
able Friend the First Lord of the Trea 
sury. What were those statements? The 
first was that in the opinion of the 
Government we have done excellently 
well in this, the first, chapter of our rela- 
tions with China and with Russia. Well, 
I cordially agree, and I said as much in 
the speech to which reference has been 
made again and again. In ‘the second 
place, the second statement was that my 
right honourable Friend had expressed a 
desire for better relations with Germany. 
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Well, i dic ot express that desire in 
terms, n, at all events, perfectly 
ready to say now that I also desire better 
relations with Germany, and I believe, in 
entire opposition to the right honourable 
Gentleman opposite and in direct opposi- 
tion to the policy he has suggested, that our 
interests in China are much more nearly 
allied to the interests of Germany in 
China than to the interests of Russia. 
That may be right or wrong, but where 
is the difference which the right honour- 
able Gentleman, according to an old Par- 
liamentary strategy of which I should 
almost have thought he would by this time 
have been ashamed, endeavoured to es- 
tablish? If those are the ‘two points 
to which my right honourable Friend the 
Member for East Fife referred, what are 
the points in that speech of mine which, 
I am afraid, has occupied already a great 
deal too much of the time of the Com- 
mittee—what are the points which they 
think justify them in asserting that there 
is this serious difference of opinion in 
the Cabinet? I hope I am not presump- 
tuous, but I am going to appeal to the 
common sense of right honourable 
Gentlemen opposite. What is expected in 
the way of solidarity and co-responsi- 
bility on the part of the Cabinet? Is it 
expected that when a Member of the 
Cabinet makes a speech in the country 
he can, as the right honourable Gentle 
man said, choose his platform? Surely 
the right honourable Gentleman knows 
better than that. Surely he knows that 
we all deeply regret those more favoured 
times when a Cabinet Minister was not 
expected to make a speech more than 
once a year, and then only to his own 
constituency. We do not choose our 
platforms, but we are forced again and 
again to address public audiences accord- 
ing to~pre-arranged engagements. We 
do not choose our own time; perhaps 
we have to make a speech at a critical 
moment. Does the right honourable 
Gentleman suggest that when the misfor- 
tune falls upon anyone who is connected 
with the Government to make a speech 
he is to submit his speech beforehand to 
the Cabinet? Sir, we do not all write 
our speeches. We could not do it; we 
think it is impossible; and under those 
circumstances I appeal to the right 
honourable Gentleman whether it would 
not be absurd to establish as a precedent 
that every Member of a Cabinet is to be 
responsible for every word, every phrase, 
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every turn of expression on the part of 
any other Member of the Cabinet. But 
I will admit this, that the Cabinet, as 
long as it remains a Cabinet, is respon- 
sible for every declaration of principle, 
for every statement of important fact, for 
every declaration of policy. The right 
honourable Gentleman has tried to estab- 
lish a difference of opinion between 
myself and my noble Friend the Prime 
Minister. Does he remember the state- 
ment Lord John Russell made to a Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons! Lord 
John Russell was asked what was the 
difference between the Prime Minister 
and a Member of the Cabinet, and he 
said— 


“Tf the Prime Minister differed from a 
Member of the Cabinet, the Member of the 
Cabinet resigned ; the Prime Minister did not 
resign.” 


That is the case still. If I had the mis- 
fortune to differ from my noble Friend 
the Prime Minister, it would be my duty 
to resign; and if I did not feel it to be 
so myself I have no doubt those in 
authority would remind me of it. Well, 
then, that is the answer to all these 
charges. I have not resigned; I am not 
cast out by my colleagues; I am not 
rejected by the Prime Minister. There- 
fore, where is the solidarity to which the 
right honourable Gentleman refers? 
[“Oh, oh!”! I am sorry the explana- 
tion does not give satisfaction to some 
honourable Members opposite. How is 
that? Do they reject the statement I 
have made of the course ordinarily pur- 
sued! Perhaps they are thinking of 


some Government—I have heard of such 


a Government myself—in which the 
Prime Minister was said to be not on 
speaking terms with one of his principal 
colleagues, and neither Prime Minister 
nor principal colleague resigned. Sir, 
that is a bad precedent, and one which I 
venture to say the present Government 
will not follow. Now I come to the 
speech itself. I hope I shall be able to 
confine my defence of it to a very few 
observations, but let me say at once that 
what I have to defend is my speech—if 
I have to defend anything—not the right 
honourable Gentleman’s interpretation of 
it. I did not think it worth while to 
interrupt him*while he was speaking, but 
I do not accept his view nor that of the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife as to what was actually 
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contained in that speech. Sir, the object 


of that speech was perfectly clear 
to anyone who took the trouble 
to read it. I believe the majority 
of those who have criticised it 


did not read it at all, for which I do not 
blame them; but they did read the criti- 
cisms upon it in their own Press and in 
the foreign Press, for which I do blame 
them. It seems to me that it is unneces- 
sarily going out of your way to read the 
foreign Press in regard to the utterances 
of a politician in your own country; but 
the object of the speech was not to lay 
down a policy. There is not any attempt 
from the first line to the last to lay down 
a policy in the course of the speech. It 
was to state the facts, to lay before my 
constituents in the first instance, and my 
countrymen in the second, what I, at all 
events, conceived to be the conditions of 
the great problem with which we have to 
deal. We, forsooth, are accused by right 
honourable Gentlemen opposite of want 
of foresight—of which, apparently, they 
believe themselves to be the conspicuous 
monopolists—and when a Member of the 
Government goes down and talks of what 
may happen in the course of the next 10, 
20, or 50 years they accuse him of laying 
down policies, of demanding adhesion to 
all kinds of doctrines which were certainly 
not involved in the speech he made. Let 
us see what was the position when I made 
that speech. There has been a great 
deal of criticism of the action of the 
Government in regard to China by 
Members of the Opposition, which has 
been general enough, and there has been 
criticism also by one or two honourable 
Members on this side of the House, like 
the honourable Member for the Newton 
Division, whom I may accept, on his own 
authority, as one of the loyal supporters 
of the Government. But a great deal of 
that criticism, to my mind, is unfair and 
inconclusive, and is based upon a want 
of knowledge of the fundamental condi- 
tions of the case. I take, as an illustra- 
tion, the speech of the right honourable 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean. He says the policy of the Govern- 
ment has been rash and feeble; that con- 
cessions which we have made—-which he 
alleges we have made—have in 10 way 
conduced to peace, but, on the contrary, 
have provoked further demands. He 
gives as illustrations Siam and Tunis. 
Very well; what follows? We ought not 
to have made the alleged concessioa it 
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Siam. I deny that we made any conces- 
sion. I think the arrangement with 
Siam in regard to Siamese, territory, if it 
be examined into, will be found io be a 
great diplomatic triumph. But assume, 
for the moment, that we made that con- 
cession. The right honourable Gentle- 
man says we made a mistake, and ought 


to have resisted this concession. 
What is the alternative policy he 
suggests? That we ought to have 


quietly, but firmly, held to our rights? 
Is that the policy of the Opposition? 
Are we to hold firmly and quietly to what 
we think to be our rights in every case? 
That means a policy of universal war. 
They call us Jingoes. We pale our ineffec- 
tual fires before the Jingoism of the right 
honourable Baronet, and some of the 
other speakers on the same side. “Oh, 
no,” says the right honourable Gentle- 
man, “we do not mean war.” Then I 
say your argument is inconclusive. You 
are going to put us in a position of the 
greatest possible humiliation. When 
France comes with a proposition with 
regard to Siam we are to refuse, and 
insist upon our own view in the matter. 
If we insist, what is to happen if France 
refuses to be convinced, if France refuses 
to retire? You must not play a game of 
bluff unless you are prepared to back it 
up to the end. I know nothing more 
feeble than a policy like that suggested 
by the language of the right honourable: 
Baronet and by the honourable Member 
for Cardifi—a policy which would lead 
you to insist upon things which you can- 
not get without war, when, at the same 
time, you do not mean or desire to go to 
war, or when, if you went to war, you 
would not go with a fair chance of 
success. It seems to me to be the policy 
of honourable Gentlemen opposite to 
represent the Government as_ utter 
failures unless, in every negotiation in 
which we are engaged, we get everything 
we can possibly desire. All I can say is 
that the Government which can do 
that is yet to be found. What did the 
late Government do? I am not going to 
carry that argument far, but I make this 
one assertion: that, although they had 
to deal with less difficult circumstances 
than we have had to deal with, they did 
not gain, from the beginning to the end 
of their course of office, one single diplo- 
matic success. [“Oh, oh!”] Honourable 
Gentlemen say “Oh,” but I will be bound 
to say that there is not one of them can 
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name a case. [“Oh, oh!”} What is the 
case 4 


*Sir C. DILKE: Siam. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: What! a diplomatic 
success in Siam!—where they made 


demands which they could not secure, 
and where they left the whole question 
to us after all? 


*Sir C. DILKE: No. 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 


COLONIES: The right honourable 
Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean says “No.” He was not 


in the Government, and I excuse him for 
not knowing what they did. As a matter 
of fact, they got nothing in Siam. They 
left us to get what I believe, at all events, 
to be a fair representation of our rights. 
Now, Sir, I have taken the right honour- 
able Baronet. Let me take another right 
konourable Gentleman—the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman the Member for 
Montrose. He made a most admirable 
and interesting speech the other day, 
and what did he say? He compared the 
Russian acquisition of Port Arthur to 
the obstruction of ancient lights—I do 
not think that is a bad comparison at all 
—and, therefore, as a wrong and an 
injury done to us. I do not know that 
I take a very different view from that 
which is taken by the right honourable 
Gentleman. But when you have an 
obstruction of ancient lights to deal 
with, what is your remedy as a private 
individual? It is either to accept it or to 
go to law. With nations the alternative, 
of course, is to go to war. But does the 
right honourable Gentleman wish us to go 
to war for Port Arthur? 

Mr. J. MORLEY: Not at all. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE For tue 
COLONIES: Certainly not. The right 
honourable Gentleman says that to go to 
war for Port Arthur would be the most 
foolish thing in the world. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: Hear, hear! 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
COLONIES: Good. Then, why does he 
blame us—why does he call that “ bung- 
ling diplomacy” ! 

Mr. J. MORLEY: Since my right 
honourable Friend has referred to my 
humble illustration, perhaps he will 
allow me to say that my point was this, 
that if I had a case of protecting my 
claim of ancient lights, and had lost 
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my suit, I would not then have gone v - 
about the world saying, as the Prime, © 


Minister said, that the party who had 
won the suit, my victorious adversary, 
was a person deserving of all commisera- 
tion and pity. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THs 
COLONIES: I am _ sorry I have 
not a copy of the Prime Minister’s: 
speech, but I think that is rather 
a bold paraphrase of what my noble 
Friend actually said. At all events, the 
point I want to make is this. Those 
who think that the Government were 
wrong for not resisting Russia with 
regard to the acquisition of Port Arthur,. 
must accept the consequences of that 
opinion, and must be prepared to take 
the only alternative, which is to say 
that the Government ought to have gone 


to war. I defy you to find a third 
policy; and it is because the right 
honourable Gentlemen who attack the 


Government for a weak and feeble policy 
will not accept the consequences of their 
own argument, and will not accept the 
logical conclusion of their own speeches, 
that I call those utterances entirely 
inconclusive. I had to deal with this 
state of things, in which it is complained, 
on the one side, that we have not gone to. 
war, and, in fact, on all sides that we 
have submitted to a serious rebuff. I 
urged, as my right honourable Friend 
the Leader of the House had done before 


me, that, at all events up to the present. 


time, there was no rebuff; that if Russia 
had played a very good card we had 
played a trump ; and that, on the whole, 
there was nothing whatever which need 
lead the country to feel itself in any way 


humiliated, as I am sorry to find the- 


right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for Monmouth has described it as being. 
The second alternative also is one which 
I had to consider—namely, that we 
might have gone to war. What I said 
on that subject was certainly not new. 
It was known, I suppose, to everybody— 
known to every diplomatist, at any rate 
—and, I should have thought, known to 
the intelligent members of the Opposi- 
tion. 


and to whom, after all, we have to appeal 
for that support and confidence which 
alone can strengthen our policy. What 
I pointed out to them was that in fram- 
ing our policy for the future (I was not 


And the only thing I thought it. 
necessary to do was to make it clear- 
to the people who are our constituents,. 


Ce a i ees 
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speaking of the past) we must cut our 
coat according to our cloth. The right 
honourable Gentleman has complained of 
the words I used, and he has complained 
that I represented England as being in 
a humiliating position. The honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Cardiff said 
that I had made a “pitiful appeal.” 
Well, that is all very well for honourable 
Members who desire to make personal 
attacks, but there is not the slightest 
possible foundation for it. In the same 
speech they will see an assertion—I 
hope not a boasting assertion, but an 
assertion of the rightful power and influ- 
ence of this great Empire. Sir, I believe 
we are the most powerful Empire in the 
world; but we are not all-powerful ; 
there are things we cannot do, as well 
as things we can do. It was to point 
out to my constituents and to the 
country generally that there were some 
things which were demanded from us 
which I thought were not in our power 
to secure, at all events under present 
circumstances, that I made the speech, 
not one word of which do I intend to 
“withdraw. I neither spoke for nor against 
alliances—[“ Oh, oh!”]—I repeat that I 
neither spoke for nor against alliances ex- 
cept in regard to one particular nation to 
ewhich I will refer. What I said was, if 
this country decides that the old policy; 
of isolation—which I firmly believe was 
the best and wisest policy of this country, 
at dw rate for a very long peried—if 
they decided that it must be continued, 
then they must not make absurd and 
ridiculous demands on their Government ; 


they must accept the consequences. The, 


right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife, in an expression more 
forcible than elegant, said I had “touted 
for alliances”; and I think it was the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose who said—or practically said 
—I had made piteous appeals to the 
Powers of Europe. Yes, but he also 
said that my speech was “incendiary 
rhetoric.” Choose between the two; the 
speech cannot be both. I deny abso- 
lutely there was any “touting for alli- 
ances” or “piteous appeals” on the one 
hand, or anything in the nature of “in- 
‘cendiary rhetoric” on the other. I say 
we stand alone, as I have said before ; but 
I say that under these circumstances there 
are certain national ambitions which 
we must surrender. We cannot in that 
‘ease ‘exercise the controlling influence we 
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have hitherto exercised in China ; we can- 
not obtain the open door, at least we can- 
not insist upon it, if we have opponents 
such as those we have. Does anybody 
deny that? [Cries of “Yes, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.”] No, he did 
not refer to the subject. [Cries of “ Yes, 
at Swansea.”| Really, I find there is 
still so much ignorance, whether inten- 
tional or otherwise, that it is worth while 
to give it some further consideration. 
Can you resist the advance into China of 
a Power—a homogeneous Power—that 
has a great military force at its back, and 
which has 4,000 miles of open frontier? 
It may be you expect that position, and 
all I can say is, in that case do let us base 
our policy on some sound foundation ; let 
us recognise what our position is, what 
we can and what we cannot do ; and that 
will prevent all this “bluffing” of which 
you complain, and put us in a perfectly 
sound position in regard to foreign 
Powers. I do not mean to say that I 
think that is a position necessary 
to accept, but so long as China is in her 
present impotent position, and so long as 
this country is without alliances, it is 
absolutely impossible—I do not speak of 
the present moment, but of the future— 
to preserve the independence of China 
against the inroads of any great military 
Power which mav desire to attack her. The 
right honourable Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition, and the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife, and I think the right honourable 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean have united in denouncing before- 
hand any policy of alliance. 


*Sir C. DILKE: Permanent or stand- 
ing? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THs 
COLONIES : Who has talked of a perma- 
nent or standing alliance? Why set up 
bogeys of your own construction in order 
to knock them down easily? That is not 
real opposition, that is only the result of 
a too vivid imagination. Nobody ever 
talked of a permanent alliance. All I 
said was that the policy of this country, 
hitherto well known to all nations of the 
world, and declared again and again, was 
that we would not accept any alliance. 


AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Until war 


broke out. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES: I will refer to that 
presently. Of course, so long as that 
js understood to be the definite policy of 
this country on both sides of the House, 
and by the voice of the great majority in 
this country, it is not unlikely we should 
have offers of alliance ; but once it becomes 
‘known that we are willing to consider 
alliances, provided they are for mutual 
interests with reciprocal advantages, I 
de not think we shall find the difficulty 
right honourable Gentlemen suggest in 
getting offers well worth our considera- 
tion. “But,” says the right honourable 
Gentleman, “wait until war breaks out.” 
And then we are accused of want of fore 
wsight! If we wait until war breaks out 
we may find it too late to find an ally. 
If you contemplate a particular policy 
which you cannot carry out isolated, but 
can with allies, is it not better to consider 
‘the question of alliance in time and not 
to wait until war breaks out, when you 
may be unable to make your alliance? 
What are the disadvantages of alliances 
whieh have been put before us so forcibly 
by right honourable Gentlemen opposite ? 
That they would inevitably lead to our 
‘being entangled in foreign disputes. But 
everything depends on the nature of 
your alliance. I may give a familiar 
illustration. The Triple Alliance has 
‘been alluded to. Does any reasonable 
student of history doubt that the result 
‘of the Triple Alliance was the preserva 
tion of the peace of Europe? So long as 
it remained a combination of non-aggres- 
sive great Powers it was a peaceful com- 
bination, and it resulted in peace. Sup- 
posing that some alliance were in contem- 
plation in which this country could join, 
‘which would have the same object, does 
anyone pretend that it would be a Jingo 
proceeding to join such an alliance if we 
‘had hope that thereby we might preserve 
the peace and advance that which was 
the policy of this country and the other 
nations concerned? I do not understand 
that there is really so much difference of 
opinion as has been suggested with re- 
gard to the principle of an _ alliance, 
because the right honourable Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife suggested an 
elliance, only he shuffled the cards; his 
ally would be Russia, whereas he says 
my ally would be some other Power. 
Sir, I do not think the’ time 
has come to speculate on whom our 
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allies should be. 
settle whether the time has come in 
which we may accept allies. That being 
once determined, it will be easy enough 
to distinguish between those who are 
our friends and those who are not. But 
when the right honourable Gentleman 
suggests that we should for a moment 
seek to bring about a better state of 
things in regard to our interests in the 
East by an alliance with Russia, I wonder 
whether he has ever read the Blue Book. 
What does he find in that Blue Book! 
He finds that we have tried to come to 
an understanding with Russia. He asked 
me to state what I had in view when I 
said that we had tried to come to an 
understanding with Russia. There was 
nothing in my speech that was not based 
upon what was already published in the 
Blue Books that had been presented. If 
he will read the speeches made from this 
side he will remember that it was from 
the very first made absolutely clear to 
Russia that there was no jealousy of her 
commercial extension, no desire to inter- 
fere with her sphere of interest in Man- 
churia; but, on the other hand, we did 
hope and expect that she would not use 
this natural desire as an excuse for exer- 
cising a large territorial influence, and 
for commencing the disintegration of the 
Empire of China. We made those repre- 
sentations, and I am not going back over 
the history of them. Anyone can nead 
how from day to day assurances were 
given, expectations were held out, and 
how in a very short time they varied and 
finally vanished. It is absurd in these 
circumstances to propose as a solution 
for our immediate difficulties, at any 


rate, that we should seek an alliance with, 
We have sought alliance with] 


Russia. 
Russia, and on the only terms upon 
which at that time we could have 
accepted such an alliance. We have 
failed, and «lthough I do not believe for 
one moment either in absolutely per- 
manent alliances or in absolutely 
permanent enmities, I do say, on the 
other hand, it seems to be perfectly 
absurd to suggest as a reasonable solu- 
tion of our difficulties that we should 
now enter into immediate negotiations 
with Count Muravieff in order to estab- 
lish a better understanding with Russia. 
Let m2 say one other word on the subject 
of alliances, and I have done. I did not 
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say this in my speech, but it is worthy 


Sadpply. 


the consideration of the House. As 
regards our own immediate possessions, 
we are fully able to defend them. That 
is not denied by anyone. The question 
is whether we could also defend those 
future interests—those potentialities of 
trade and commerce to which we attach 
the utmost importance—in some of the 
countries which have been hitherto 
undeveloped, such as China. But we have 
to defend our interests in all parts of the 
world, and we come in contact, no doubt, 
with many foreign Powers. We ought, 
if we are to be safe, to have a power on 
the sea which is superior to that of any 
probable combination. That is admitted 
on both sides of the House. But, then, 
have you thought of what that involves? 
So long as you are isolated, can you say 
that it is not possible, can you even say 
that it is not probable, that some time 
or another you may have a combination 
of at least three Powers against you! 
Up to the present time all we have pur- 
ported to do is to keep our Navy on a 
level with the navies of the two greatest 
naval Powers in the world outside our- 
selves. Do you suggest, as the result of 
your policy, that we should make our- 
selves safe against the probable com- 
bination of three Powers! You would 
add 50 per cent. to the Naval Estimates, 
and you would have to continue that as 
long as this possibility or probability 
continued. It seems to me that any 
assurance, I will not say of an alliance—- 
I am not speaking of an alliance, but of 
a thorough and complete understanding 
—a mutual arrangement for particular 
interests—with any one of the great 
Powers would be one of the most 
economical things that this country could 
possibly undertake, because it would save 
at once one, at all events, of the great 
Powers from entering into a combination 
against us, and we should then be satis- 
fied that the preparations we have made 
against all eventualities were absolutely 
sufficient. Now, Sir, I have said that I 
raised these questions not to lay down 
any final policy, but to make clear the 
conditions under which we acted. I do 
not think it is contended that an 
immediate decision is necessary. We 
know perfectly well the conditions of the 
case. We know that a great railway is 
in progress, which is of enormous 
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value to the power that is making 
it, and that it cannot be com- 


pleted for three, or four, or five years ; 
that it will take a certain amount 
of time to organise the districts which 
have come under the power and influence 
of Russia, and therefore you*have time 
to turn round and decide your policy ; 
and it does seem to me a strange thing 
to accuse me of being premature when 
one accusation against the Government 
is that they have not looked forward at 
all. It seems to me that you have ‘+o 
look forward to the possibilities of the 
next 10 or 20 years, and now is the time 
to decide what shall be the policy with 
which you will meet the contingencies 
which are evidently ahead. As I said in 
my speech, I do not advise alliance 


any more than I rejected it. I only 
pointed out the consequences of re- 
jecting it, and the advantages which 
might result from accepting it. But, 


with one exception, I admit—I do not 
think I used the word, but I am per- 
fectly prepared to use it—I would say, in 
the strongest words I could use, that I 
desire, most earnestly desire, close, cor- 
dial, and intimate relations with the 
United States of America, and that the 
closer it is, the more intimate it is, and 
the more definite it is, the better I 
should be satisfied. Sir, in this case, 
which is different from all others, there 
are conditions which bring us together 
which cannot occur in other cases. We 
have the same language, the same litera 
ture, the same laws, and, as a result of 
all these, we have the same standpoint 
for all great questions. We can regard,. 
for instance, questions of Humanity from 
a different point of view from that of 
other nations, who hitherto have rejected 
all considerations of that kind as being 
purely sentimental. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): De 
you say that of France? 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Or Russia? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: I can quite understand 
the interruptions of the honourable 
Members from the pa of view 
of our domestic policy. What is 
the opinion of the House in regard to 
this question? I have stated the facts. 
My opinion, at all events, isclear. I wish 
to believe—I do believe—that right 





7 
events 








1437 Supply. 


honourable and honourable Gentlemen 
opposite, with a few exceptions, are in 
favour of a similar policy. I wish to 
believe that for the credit of the country 
and for the interests of the country, but 
I must say that if they are of that opinion 
the way they take of expressing it is 
exceedingly unfortunate. What does my 
right honourable Friend the Member for 
Montrose say? Of course, he expressed 
his own personal love for America, but 
in regard to this question of alliance he 
thought it appropriate to remind us that 
the Irish would have something to say. 
Yes, they will have something to say, 
and I am thankful to know that the 
Americans will not listen to them. I 
know something of America, and perhaps 
more than my right honourable Friend, 
and I think he made a mistake in his allu- 
sion, which has already been taken up on 
the other side of the water. It was an 
unfriendly attitude on his part, which I 
do not think he intended at the time to 
adopt; but he makes a mistake if 
he thinks the Irish vote will stand 
for a moment in the way of 
the sympathies which bind together 
the Anglo-Saxon race. The _ Irish 
vote is powerful in America. It has been 
successful at times in inducing our kins 
men to “twist the iion’s tail” ; but when 
arise to awaken the common 
interests and common sympathies of 
these two great divisions of the Anglo 
Saxon race, I think the Anglo-Saxons in 
America will know how to deal with the 
jrish vote. The right honourable Gentle 
man suggested that no alliance was 
either possible or desirable. Well, 
nothing in the nature of a cut-and-dried 
alliance is at this moment proposed. 
The Americans do not want our alliance 
at this moment. They do not ask for our 
assistance, and we do not want theirs, at 
this moment. But will anyone say that 
the occasion may not arise, foreseen as it 
has been by some American statesmen, 
who have said that there is a possibility 
in the future that Anglo-Saxon liberty 
and Anglo-Saxon interests may hereafter 
be menaced by a great combination of 
other Powers? Yes, Sir, I think that such 
a thing is possible, and in that case, 
whether it be America or whether it be 
England that is menaced, I hope that 
bloed will be found to be thicker than 
water. And in the meanwhile I say— 
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without forcing this opinion upon either 
party, or desiring that either nation 
should enter into an alliance with which 
the majority of both nations would not 
thoroughly sympathise—I repeat what I 
said at Birmingham—the closer, the 
more definite, the clearer the alliance 
between the United States and _ our- 
selves, the better it will be for both 
nations, the better it will be for the 
civilised world, and the better it will be 
for all which we have a right to hope for. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): An alliance 
with America may be a very desirable 
object for the people of this country, but 
I take the liberty of stating my convice- 
tion that no man has ever spoken in this 
ccuntry who has done more to injure the 
prospect of an alliance with America 
than the right honourable Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary. It may be the 
opinion of the Colonial Secretary that 
the voice of the Irish in America will not 
be listened to by the citizens of that great 
Republic ; but I venture to recall to his 
memory the fact that for upwards of a 
hundred years the blood of the Irish 
citizens of America has been freely spent 
on the battle-fields of America, and on 
hundreds of those battle-fields the blood 
of Ireland has been spent in defending 
the liberties of America against the at- 
tacks of the Anglo-Saxons of this 
country. And so at the present 
moment, while the Colonial Secretary 
seeks to promote an alliance between 
America and Great Britain by hurling 
insults against the Irish citizens of the 
United States, who are foremost in press- 
ing to the banners of ‘America in the war 
which she is now waging for the liberty 
of Cuba, I will venture to undertake to’ 
say that in every battle that takes place 
amongst the list of wounded and dead 
will be found the names of those citizens 
whom the Colonial Secretary has gone 
out of his way to insult here to-night. , 
Whatever may be the history of the 
future relations between the great Re 
public of America and this United 
Kingdom, I venture to say, without fear 
of contradiction, that they will not be im- 
proved by the speeches of the Colonial 
Secretary. One thing the Colonial Seo 
retary said with which I entirely agree. 
America does not need an alliance with 
this country nor any other European 
nation to defend her liberties. She fears 
1.0 combination of European nations, and 
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no combination of European nations will 
ever be formed against her. She is able 
to defend her own liberty, and, what is 
mere than that, she can sympathise with 
oppressed nations, whether in Europe or 
across the Atlantic ; and the insults which | v 
have been levelled to-night against the 
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Irish citizens of America will certainiy 
not serve to cement good relations be- 
this 


country and the United 
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DISTURBANCES IN BELFAST. 
On the Motion— 


“That this House do now adjourn,” 


Mr. DILLON: On the Motion for the 
adjournment, I desire to ask the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland whether he has 
any further information as to the state 
of affairs in Belfast. We shall have no 
opportunity of bringing the matter to 
the notice of the right honourable Gentle 
man before Monday, and I would appeal 
to the Chief Secretary to give us some 
assurance that, at any cost of force, steps 
will be taken to protect these unhappy 
people from a renewal of the savage 
attacks to which they have been 
subjected. I would ask the right 
honourable Gentleman to let us know 
now the latest reports he has re 
ceived, and, further, that he will require 
next week the most detailed statements 
—not from the magistrates, but from his 
own officials—as to the exact incidents of 
the disturbances that have taken place, 
-and that he will issue instructions that 
precautions, as elaborate as may be neces 
sary, shall be immediately taken to en- 
sure absolute liberty and protection from 
injury, and that these savage attacks 
shall be put a stop to at any cost. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY To THE 
LORD LIEUTENANT or IRELAND 
(Mr. Geratp Ba.trovur, Leeds, Central) : 
I am glad of the opportunity of inform- 
‘ing the honourable Member that accord- 
‘ing to the last information I have the 
state of the city of Belfast is now one 
of quiet. I have the following Report 
from the Inspector General early this 
afternoon— 


‘‘A Roman Catholic workman in Workman 
and Clarke’s shipyard alleged last night that 
out of 700 working in that yard and Queen’s 
Island only four men remained at work, the 
rest having left through fear of assault. Dis- 
trict inspectors have inquired at yards this 
morning, and were informed that Workman 
and Clarke’s yard 300 or 400 Catholics at work 
to-day, and no one has molested them, but a 
few Catholics stated to the manager that they 
were ill-treated, and that they left off work. 
He said he would employ them when they 
came back after the excitement is over. Police 
have heard that three men were assaulted 
yesterday. They will not take any proceed- 
ings. As to Harland and Wolff's, Catholics 
have been molested; some have stopped away 
through fear until the excitement cabeiden, A 
number still continue at work.” 
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wires 


Belfast. 


The Inspector General later 
from Belfast :— 

“Since last wire I have learned tliat one of 

the three Catholics assaulted at Workman and 
Clarke’s had his nose broken, and he was 
severely kicked. The other two were struck 
and kicked, but they were not seriously 
injured. None of their assailants are known 
at rope works and mills. Some Catholic girls 
were mobbed at dinner hour and closing hour 
yesterday, but the police prevented any assault 
being committed.” 
The honourable Member may rest 
assured that everything that can be done 
to protect the people will be done. But, 
of course, when Belfast is in such an 
excited condition it is absolutely im- 
pessible to take such precautions as will 
render the recurrence of these incidents 
absolutely impossible. 

Mr. DILLON: May I be permitted to 
make one suggestion? On a previous 
occasion, when Belfast was in a very dis- 
turbed condition, Mr. Wolff, who was then 
a Member of this Housc, went across to 
Belfast and exercised his influence to 
bring about a condition of peace. I think 
that, in view of the enormous gravity of 
the situation, the right honourable Gen- 
tleman might communicate with the 
honourable Member for Belfast and in- 
duce him to do everything in his power 
on the present occasion. I need hardly 
say what great importance we attach to 
this matter. One of the most terrible 
riots that have occurred in Belfast origi- 
nated in the murder of a Catholic work- 
man at Messrs. Harland and Wolff’s. An 
incident of that kind might set the whole 
town ablaze again. As the police cannot 
take full precautions inside the works, I 
hope the Government will communicate 
with the managers and induce them to 
exercise their influence, which, of course, 
in their works would be overwhelming. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
absolutely no power over the works of 
Messrs. Harland and Wolff or any other 
works, but I have not the slightest doubt 
that the managers of the works are exer- 
cising all the influence they have. 

Mr. DILLON: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman kindly communicate with 
the honourable Member for Belfast? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The hon- 
ourable Member may rest assured that I 
shall certainly do whatever I can. 


House adjourned at 12.20. 
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